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FEATURED in this issue .. . 


Five key States in the South have lounched a 
move to regain political force in national conventions and 
elections, lost by the South under the rule of the New Deal 
which made its appeal to northern “liberals.” Congressman 
William M. Colmer of Mississippi presewts the historical 
aspects of the plan, page 1. 


Mosr of the more telling events in America’s 
past occurred on July 4th. In 1959 the Fourth adds an- 
other page to our history with the addiction of a new Star 
to our Flag (Alaska). Earle W. Gage, page 3, tells of other 
important events marking the day. 


Rwessta’s masterminds are driving feverishly for 
another Summit meeting of world powers, They realize 
that they have scored bigger in Summit “peace meets” in 
the past than in warfare, Donald J. Wood, page 5, West 
Coast news columnist, reviews Russia’s great triumphs at 
previous Summits and warns against Red collusions and 
allied compromises in another Summit. 


Ay ixsrinationaL story in “do-it-yourself” Amer- 
icanism is contributed by Senator Karl E, Mundt, South 
Dakota, page 7. In line with his admonishments to others, 
he himself contributed to the security of our Country by 
doggedly following up the Chambers-Hiss break, suecess- 
fully bringing the latter to justice. 


Maxy will recall that Thomas Jefferson framed 
the Declaration of Independence and that John Hancock’s 
name appears the boldest of all the signatures, but until 
they read Julia Whittier Wolfe’s article, page 13, few will 
know who penned this great historical document. 


Sociauistic elements work while others sleep. 
The millions who are being hamstrung through bureaucratic 
methods usually awaken too late to save themselves. New 
Deal mockery of Communist Russia, beginning in 1933 when 
President Roosevelt embraced the Godless inhuman dicta- 
torship through recognition, paved the way for promotion 
of some of its ideas in our own Country, What cannot 
be done directly is done indirectly. Public ownership of 
more and more lands was launched in the United States in 
1933. Throughout the ensuing years the encroachment has 
increased. Today it has made such progress that it is now 
enrolling the aid of City, County, State and Federal bureau- 
crats. The drive is disguised in the benevolent robe of hu- 
manitarianism, slum clearance, blight blotting out, urban 
renewal and the like. A few grow richer in the process, 
while the mnasses become poorer through loss of ownership 
and through additional taxes, Jo Hindman deals with this 
subject, page 15. 


Buna Jo GILBERT presents a glowing picture, 
page 17, of the background and political daring of Senator 
Barry Goldwater who won a landslide victory in a major 
Democratic State which holds him in high esteem as an 
honest, determined conservative, 


Freevom is prescribed in our Constitution, but 
it must be lived and constantly earned if it is to prevail. To 
safeguard it and to pass it on to posterity unencumbered 
is our sacred obligation, says Jess Raley, page 19. 
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A NEW LOOK FOR THE SOLID SOUTH 


The Electoral Plan Adopted by Six Southern States is Neither 


HE electoral plan promulgated by six Southern 
States has been called the “newest brain child of 
reactionary States Righters.” I take exception to the 
words “newest” and “reactionary.” 

There is nothing new about the idea. It is as old 
as the Constitution of the United States. In fact that 
is just where the idea originated. It was the brain- 
child of the Founding Fathers — their idea as to how 
Presidential elections should be conducted. 

The men who shaped the framework of our nation 
believed that to be an elector was to be something 
more than a mere rubber stamp. They confidently ex- 
pected electors to be chosen as carefully — and as crit- 
ically — as any legislator, Electors were to be men of 
unquestioned integrity, fully aware of the sentiment 
of their state, and ready to put that sentiment ahead 
of mere party loyalty.. 

Had there been a deviation on the part of the can- 
didate around election time — after nomination — or 
were he shown to be under the influence of some group 
inimical to the best interests of the state represented 
by the elector, that elector might change his vote at 
the very last moment. 

In fact, the reason for the electors was to imple- 
ment the very freedom of choice of government officials 
for which the United States was founded. 

Listen to the original words of the Constitution and 
you will see that this so-called “newest brain-child of 
reactionary States Righters” is but a return to the 
Constitution of the United States, with all of its safe- 
guards against individual or mass tyranny. Article 
II, Section 1 reads: 

“ . . Each State shall appoint, in such manner as 

the Legislature thereof may direct, a Number of 

Electors, equal to the whole Number of Senators and 

Representatives to which the State may be entitled 

in the Congress . . 


“ . . The Electors shall meet in their respective 
States, and vote by ballot for two Persons .. . The 
Person having the greatest Number of Votes shall 
be the President, if such Number be a majority of 
the whole Number of Electors appointed; and if 
there be more than one who have such Majority, and 
have an equal Number of Votes, then the House of 
Representatives shall immediately chuse by Ballot 
one of them for President; and if no Person have a 
Majority, then from the Five highest on the List the 
said House shall in like manner chuse the President. 


“But in chusing the President, the Votes shall be 
taken by States, the Representation from each State 
having one vote; A quorum for this purpose shall 


Reactionary nor Conservative but a Return to the Constitution 


By HON. WILLIAM M. COLMER 


consist of a member or members from two-thirds of 
the States, and a Majority of all the States shall be 
necessary to a Choice. 


“In every Case, after the Choice of the President, 
the Person having the greatest Number of Votes of 
the Electors shall be the Vice-President. But if 
there should remain two or more who have equal 
Votes, the Senate shall chuse from them by Ballot 
the Vice President.” 


The Twelfth Amendment made a change in this pro- 
cedure. Under the original electoral provision the 
electors voted “for two Persons”; without designating 
either for President or Vice President. But the elec- 
tion of 1800 pointed out a Weakness. In that election 
Jefferson and Burr received an equal number of votes 
and 35 ballots had to be taken in the House of Rep- 
resentatives before the choice fell to Jefferson. The 
Twelfth Amendment requires electors to vote sepa- 
rately for President and Vice President. 

BUT in neither the original proviso, nor in the 
amendment, is the Elector barred from voting as he 
thinks best. 

As for those ultra liberals who invariably link States 
Rights with reaction, may I suggest a closer study of 
American history. 

They are inconsistent, for they talk of Civil Rights 
as though they had invented Rights, and, with their 
next breath, they urge any one of the socialistic regi- 


Representative William M. Colmer From Mississippi 
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mentations which have so cut into our individual lib- 
erties guaranteed by the Bill of Rights. 

It was the States Righters who promulgated the 
Bill of Rights. The fight for this cornerstone of all 
of our liberties did not stem from the northern indus- 
trial states, but from the South. 

It was at the Hillsborough Convention in 1788 that 
North Carolina refused to ratify the Constitution until 
there was incorporated in it a Bill of Rights that 
would preserve forevermore those inherent freedoms 
for which the States had fought. 

It was the gallant stand of men who believed in 
the individual American and in his ability to do his 
own thinking, that preserved and protected the free- 
doms which we still enjoy— and upon which the radi- 
cals in our midst call for aid whenever they are ex- 
posed to the public eye. 

The States Righters of those days—and of today 

- believed that there should be no loophole for tyranny 
— whether of the man or the state. If to believe that 
is reactionary, then I am proud to be so called! 

When the United States of America was formed 
and the Constitution was written, the people of the 
several States were insistent and demanding that local 
government be forever preserved in all of its dignity 
and with all of its safeguards. 

The Constitution specifically provided for the right 
and authority of each State to conduct its own affairs 
and that this should be preserved inviolate, There 
was conferred upon the Federal Government only so 
much power and authority as was necessary to con- 
tro] the relationships of the States, one with another, 
and the conduct of the nation’s foreign affairs and 
unified defense. 

Even so, out of an abundance of caution, the States 
refused to ratify the Constitution until they had re- 
ceived further definite and positive assurances that 
this fundamental concept of government would in 
deed and in fact be set up. The result was the first 
ten amendments to the Constitution—the Bill of 
Rights. 

The Bill of Rights consists of two kinds of guaran- 
tees: guarantees of the rights of individuals, and guar- 
antees of the rights of the several states. 

The greatest danger to our rights and liberties arises 
from the tendency to merge our dual sytem of govern- 
ment into one single, consolidated system. This tend- 
ency already has to a large degree destroyed the Fed- 
eral principle, and is, in many ways, converting the 
States into compliant, dependent and parasitic sub- 
divisions of the central government. 

The answer given by proponents of “big government” 
is that it promotes material welfare and expedites 
foreign relations. It is in fact nothing less than an 
abdication of constitutional government in favor of 
tyranny. No matter under which party label it mas- 
querades and out of which “emergency” it arises, it is 
contrary to the spirit and letter of the Constitution, 
abhorrent to American traditions and principles, and 
subversive of religion, culture, and the freedom and 
responsibility of the individual. 

As complex as are our social and economic problems 
of today, social and economic justice, desirable as 
they are, cannot be attained or safeguarded by viola- 
tion of the Constitution. Only a strict adherenve to 
the Federal Constitution and the Constitutional rights 
of every State and individual will assure economic and 
social justice. 

The problem facing the electorate in 1960 will be 
this: How much larger in size and in function will 
we allow the Federal Government to become? Is the 
Federal Government to establish the spiritual, eco- 
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Six States (Shaded) with Fifty-Seven Electoral Votes Have 

By Law Legalized Independent (Uninstructed) Electors. 

Five States (Unshaded) With 71 Votes Must Yet Act to 
Solidify the South in 1960 Election 


nomic and cultural conditions under which the sev- 
eral states wish to live? If the answer in a strict 
Constitutional and American sense is NO, then each 
State must, under the Constitution, retain full con- 
trol of education, police power, use of the ballot, mar- 
riage, transportation within its own borders, health, 
welfare and all such matters as provide for peace and 
good order within the sovereign States. 

Federal invasion of these States Rights must be 
brought to an emphatic halt. This includes usurpa- 
tion by the Federal executive, or by the Congress, or 
by the courts through judicial legislation, 

The real division today is not between the Demo- 
cratic and Republican parties, but between the “Mod- 
ern” Republicans and the “Radical” Democrats on one 
side, who hold that we must submit our freedom and 
fate to a government which, whatever its name or 
label, will be but a species of national socialism, and 
those men and women of both parties who believe in 
the freedoms as originally intended and actually writ- 
ten into the Constitution. 

What then is the answer? 

There is already in being the legal machinery in 
six Southern States which may offer a solution. The 
legislatures of Alabama, Arkansas, Georgia, Louisiana, 
Mississippi and South Carolina have rewritten their 
own state election laws, in such a way that the names 
of presidential candidates may be left off States bal- 
lots in 1960. These six states have a total of 57 elec- 
toral votes, which in a close election on November 8, 
1960, might well force the election of a President and 
Vice President into the House of Representatives un- 
der provisions of Article If and Amendment 12 of 
the Constitution. Also this legal machinery might 
well be used by the South in advance of the 1960 elec- 
tion to influence the choice of a nominee. 

If the five other Southern States follow the lead — 
Florida, North Carolina, Tennessee, Texas and Vir- 
ginia —the South will have a bloc of 128 electoral 
votes — almost half the number needed to elect a 
President. The votes in the six States now, and in 
others that may take similar action before the elec- 
tion of 1960, will not be pledged to support the Demo- 
cratic candidate when they cast their Electoral Col- 
lege vote. These votes could be cast for the other 
major party candidate or for any other candidate. 
Thus the Democrats could carry the South and yet 
(See New Loox — page 31) 
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Alaska, Forty-Ninth State, July 4, 1959 


JULY FOURTH -- OUR RED LETTER DAY 


O the majority of Americans, July Fourth is as- 

sociated only with the adoption of the Declara- 
tion of Independence in 1776, when fifty-six bold men 
stepped forth to affix their names to the famous docu- 
ment, as the Continental Congress launched the young 
republic upon the seas of world nations, Many other- 
wise-well-informed citizens forget that this holiday 
has been notable for several other happenings, all of 
which played a conspicuous rele in the American 
drama. 

Truly, July Fourth is a red-letter day in our history, 
and before and after 1776, piayed a strange part in 
the affairs of the brave men and women who had 
crossed uncharted seas to establish a new idea in the 
wilderness of a New World. Only a deep student of 
American history could bope to enumerate all the 
many events that have occurred on July Fourth, and 
played an important part in the total sum of our 
success as a nation. 

It was on July 4, 1636, that Roger Williams founded 
his settlement at Providence, Rhode Island. On July 
4, 1676, the Colonists in Virginia demanded and were 
granted important rights by legislation. On July 4, 
1744, a vast tract of land, containing the Blue Ridge 
country, was bought from the Indians and peace de- 
clared throughout a vast empire that had formerly 
been war-torn between redskins and whites. 

July 4, 1754, Colonel George Washington surren- 
dered an army to an enemy. True, it was but a small 
army, yet a fort was included. He experienced on 
this occasion his first defeat in war, at the hands of 
the French invaders, Although at that time only 
twenty-two years of age, Washington had been placed 
in command of a small body of troops, which was 
marching toward Fort Dusquene. At a point on the 
Monongahela River, less than forty miles from his 
destination, he heard of the approach of a party of 
French and Indians, sent to intercept him. Accord- 
ingly, he fell back to the Great Meadows, fifty miles 
from Cumberland, and hastily erected a stockade, 
which he well named Fort Necessity. 

With the assistance of a friendly Indian — Sachem, 
Half King — Washington attacked the French in the 
camp at night. Their commander was killed, and sevy- 
eral prisoners were captured. It was the first blood 
shed in the French-Indian War. A few days later, 
Fort Necessity was stormed by 1,500 Indians and 
French, under De Villiers, and Washington, hope- 
lessly outnumbered, surrendered on honorable terms, 
rather than have his entire company massacred. This 
was on the morning of July 4, 1754. Washington 
marched out with his army of 400 men, drums beating 
and flags flying, and he and his soldiers returned 
peacefully to their homes. 

On the same Fourth of July, Benjamin Franklin 
was a delegate to a council held with the chiefs of 
the Six Tribes. The great statesman and far-sighted 
man made a speech, in which he said the time was 
close at hand when the various colonies would have 
to be brought together in one great brotherhood “for 
the defense and other general purposes.” Yet, it was 
twenty-two years later before this was realized. 


July Fourth Fated to be Great Day in American History Regardless of Year 


By EARLE W. GAGE 


Then came July 4, 1776, with the all-important adop- 
tion of the Declaration of Independence. The follow- 
ing year, on the natal day’s anniversary, there was a 
celebration held throughout the colonies. At one of 
these John Adams, future President, speaking at Bos- 
ton, declared: “Had either General Howe or his royal 
master been on hand, the show surely would have given 
them both a bad heart attack.” 

During the American Revolution it seemed that July 
Fourth was a day on which great events occurred. The 
Indians attacked Boonsboro, Kentucky, July 4, 1777. 
On July 4, 1778, Major Clarke captured Fort Kaskas- 
kia from the British. The terrible massacre of the 
white settlers by Indians and British in the Wyoming 
Valley of New York, occurred that same day. And it 
was on July 4, 1781, that Lord Cornwallis evacuated 
Williamsburg, Virginia. 

On July 4, 1812, nine wagons of anthracite coal 
were hauled 106 miles to Philadelphia. Two of the 
loads sold to cover the cost of transportation, and 
the other seven were driven away without a buyer. 
Times have changed. The sale was later denounced 
in the newspapers as a fraud, because “the stuff was 
nothing but worthless stones, and ceuld not be made 
to burn.” The truth was that the people did not then 
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Roger Williams, In Exile By Massachusetts (From a Gebbie 
& Co. Lithograph, 1893) 
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know how to use coal, a fact which, when mastered, 
revolutionized heating and converted Pennsylvania’s 
vast store of anthracite into a rich natural resource. 

July 4, 1826, Thomas Jefferson passed away, at the 
age of 83 years. On the same day John Adams died, 
aged 91 years, his last words, “independence forever.” 
James Monroe died on July 4, 1831, aged 74 years. 
The same day, “America” was first publicly sung in 
the Park Street Church, Boston. 

In all, five former Presidents of the United States 
died in July, three on the Fourth. But while the na- 
tion mourned the death of its three former Presidents, 
there was to be born to the nation, on another Fourth 
of July, a future President. He was Calvin Coolidge, 
born on July Fourth, 1872, who in the post-war (World 
War I), took over at the death of Warren G. Harding 
and gave the nation an era of unprecedented peace 
and prosperity. 

Early in the 17th Century, when the Dutch colonized 
New York, they instituted slavery, bringing several 
hundred Negroes from Africa to provide cheap labor 
for farm and home. Slavery was continued when the 
English took over in 1664, when King Charles II sent 
Colonel Nicholls to New Amsterdam to be in charge 
of the new colony. In 1799 sufficient sentiment had 
been generated to permit to an emancipation act, one 
of the first to be adopted. The city’s action was not 
adopted by the State until July 4, 1827, and thus the 
metropolis and State became leaders in the campaign 
which ushered in the conflict between the States in 
1861. 

The first passenger railroad in the United States 
was operated by the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad, on 
July 4, 1828, to usher in a new era in transportation. 
Soon, various parts of the country were seeking the 
new, quicker, cheaper, more dependable means of get- 
ting about. 

Also on July 4, 1828, the cornerstone of a mint build- 
ing was laid in Philadelphia, On July 4, 1845, the 
Texas Convention voted for annexation to the United 
States, and thus instituted the war with Mexico. 

July 4, 1846, the independence of California was 
declared. There were at that time in California — 
then part of Mexico — some 200 Americans, nearly all 
of them men of exceptional vigor of body and alertness 
of mind. Of Mexican Indians, there were about 6,000, 
and the aboriginal Indian population numbered at 
least 200,000. 

Captain John C. Fremont had been sent to Cali- 
fornia on an exploring expedition the year previous. 
He was on his way to the Oregon Territory when he 
was overtaken by an officer from Washington with a 
message, ordering him to wait and cooperate with the 
Pacific squadron in case of hostilities with Mexico. 
The message had been written, but the officer was 
obliged to destroy it while crossing Mexican territory, 
after committing it te memory. Accordingly, Fremont 
returned to California, and took up his headquarters 
at Sutter’s Fort. 

A few days later a party of fourteen Americans or- 
ganized a small revolution on their own accord, cap- 
tured Sonoma, and declared war against the govern- 
ment of Mexico. Needing a flag, and not daring to use 
that of the United States without authority, they made 
one from a Mexican’s rebosa, a yard wide and five feet 
long. The middle of the flag was occupied by a picture 
of a grizzly bear, beneath which were the words, “Cal- 
ifornia Republic.” The temporary government thus 
established is known in history as the “Bear Flag 
Government.’ 

Meanwhile, news had come of the outbreak of war 
along the Rio Grande, and on July 4 Fremont called 
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a meeting at Sonoma, which formally proclaimed the 
independence of California. He was appointed its 
first governor. 

Soon afterward there came word that Commodore 
Sloat had arrived at Monterey, July 7, and had raised 
the American flag; also that by his orders Commander 
Montgomery of the United States sloop of war Ports- 
mouth had taken possession of San Francisco. 

Commodore Sloat, having heard of the hostilities 
with Mexico, had sailed immediately from Mazatlan 
for California, where he took possession of the coun- 
try and raised the American flag on his own respon- 
sibility. He was none too soon, either, for exactly a 
week later, on July 14, the British man-of-war Colling- 
wood, commanded by Sir George Seymour, arrived at 
Monterey to proclaim British sovereignty. It was 
thus by only a narrow chance that England did not 
become the possessor of the Golden State, which she 
had coveted for more than a century. 

The Washington statue was unveiled in 
Square, New York City, on July 4, 1856. 

The United States, after a generation of adminis- 
tration of the Philippine Islands, was about to set 
them free when World War II interrupted relations. 
It had been the dream of the various statesmen to 
extend independence to the natives of the islands as 
soon as they were ready to govern themselves. On 
March 22, 1946, Congress passed the necessary act to 
allow independence, which was declared to be in ef- 
fect on July 4th that year. 

On July 4th this year, Alaska becomes the 49th 
State of the Union. Withal, July 4th has been a natal, 
historic event in the long and varied history of the 
American Republic. 


Union 


Swim or sink, live or die, survive or perish with my 
country was my unalterable determination. 
— JoHN ADAMS 


Our country! In her intercourse with foreign na- 
tions, may she always be in the right, but our country, 
right or wrong. — SrerHen Decatur 

I only regret that I have only one life to lose for 
my country. — NatHan Hare (Last words) 


Independence now; and independence forever. 
— DanieL Wesster 
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HE Russian strategy in the cold war in 1959 is no 

different than it was at Yalta and Potsdam in 
1945, or at the Geneva Sumit Conferencem in 1955. 

The demands by Stalin at Yalta for a buffer zone 
against “aggression” is no different than Khrushchev’s 
plea for making Berlin an island in a Communist sea. 

The threat by Khrushchev that if no agreement is 
reached, Russia will sign a separate treaty with East 
Germany is identical to Marshall Stalin’s demands at 
Yalta that if the West was not willing to make con- 
cessions, he would make a separate peace with Hitler. 

It is time that American diplomats and its citizens 
recognize that there is no compromise with Com- 
munism. 

It is interesting to note that the pattern of the 
cold war follows the same Communist philosophy of 
aggression, whether it be 1945 or 1959. 

The plea of Red China for a buffer or peace zone in 
the Far East .. . the demands of Russia for a new 
buffer zone with no atomic weapons or rocket bases 
between Eastern and Western Europe ... or Khrush- 
chev’s suggestion for a “zone of peace” ’or “neutral” 
Mediterranean area in the Balkans is a page torn 
from the script at Yalta. 

Demanding a ban on nuclear tests, only last month 
Khrushchev said that Western powers will be com- 
pelled eventually to discontinue all tests. 

Planning his strategy in the Stalin manner, he con- 
tinued : 

“Tf the Western powers agree to liquidate bases 
surrounding the Soviet Union and to removal of armed 
forces from foreign countries, the Soviet Union will 
agree to controls.” 


No Road to Wortd Peace 


Americans should be used to such haranguing.. . 
Americans should recall what has happened in all 
previous agreements with the Russian leaders 
Americans should be alert to summit meetings, where 
no concessions are given by the Russians . . . and the 
West, anxious for world peace, seem to consider com- 
promise the only road to world peace. 

The history of the post-war should be testimony to 
this fallacious reasoning. 

Only when the United States remains strong... 
only when we are capable of meeting force with force 
... only when we have agreed not to agree, have world 
tensions lessened. 

If it isn’t Poland in 1945 .. . Korea and Viet Nam 
in the early 50’s ... the Middle East in 1956... it will 
be Berlin today, and Latin America or Africa to- 
morrow. 


The Same Line 

And on each occasion the strategy of the Russians 
will follow the same line . . . to take a little more of 
the free world behind the Iron Curtain and to give 
nothing . . . to demand a ring of “friendly bordering 
governments” . . . eventually to absorb them as satel- 
lites . . . and then to repeat the same propaganda 
techniques again and again. 

American liberalism and morality can be defeated 
just as conspicuously at a new summit meet as it 


REDS BENEFITED BY PREVIOUS SUMMITS 


Conquest by Collusion and Compromise 


By DONALD J. WOOD 


Summit at Yalta; Roosevelt, Stalin and Churchill, Flanked 
by Hiss, Harriman and others, Gave Way to Russia 


was at the Crimean Conference, as it was in Paris 
after World War I. 

We could be caught in another cycle of expediency, 
make concession after concession to the Russian lead- 
ers, and be thrown a crumb by Khrushchev, Gromyko 
or Mikoyan. 

Just as Poland, Czechoslovakia, Hungary, Rumania 
and Bulgaria have been absorbed in the Russian em- 
pire . . . just as North Korea, North Viet Nam, and 
Tibet are now sealed firmly behind the Bamboo Cur- 
tain, so too can Berlin, the symbol of Western unity, 
become a part of the Russian dream for world conquest. 

Our memories are short ... and we soon forget the 
diplomatic failures that have given Russia much of 
Europe, and Communist China additional territory in 
Asia. 


The Yalta Failure 


What can we learn from our mistakes at Yalta... 
what can we digest from our failures at the Crimean 
Conference? 

There is no question that all of the results on the 
Russian Riviera served Stalin in his efforts to unify 
Europe under the rule of Moscow. 

The results of the Yalta meet reflects the diplomatic 
victory of the Communists in their drive for World 
domination. 


The tactics of Lenin ... Stalin and Khrushchev ... 
have not altered during the forty-two years of Com- 
munism in Russia. 

The goals are the same . . . the methods are identical 

. world domination and the destruction of capital- 
ism through collusion and compromise. 

At each conference with the Western powers, the 
Red leaders have been able to wrestle further controls 
over nations that were once free. 

During each period of negotiations, they have ar- 
gued for a buffer state .. . for neutral nations sepa- 
rating the West and the East ... and when the West 
fell into complacency, these nations were assimilated 
behind the Iron Curtain. 

Yalta was a classic example. Here is a list of their 
accomplishments at this meeting: 
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1. Finland, Latvia, Esthonia and Lithuania were 
completely absorbed by Russia. 

2. Poland was divided. One-third of Poland was 
kidnapped by Russia and the remainder was under a 
government sponsored by Stalin. 

While measures called for an election, history re- 
cords that all of Poland fell behind the Iron Curtain. 

3. Germany was partitioned into four parts, and 
the seeds of the Berlin air-lift and a summit meeting 
in 1959 were sowed, 


The Main Dispute 


Poland was the main source of dispute at the Yalta 
meet. 


“Twice within a quarter of a century,” Marshall 
Stalin repeated, “Poland has been the gateway through 
which Russia was invaded by Germany. To seal off 
this access, we must make the Curzon line the western 
border.” 

Stalin said that he could not accept anything less 
even though it meant taking away a third of 1939 
Poland. 

It is ironical that the final peace treaty not on'y 
gave Russia complete control of Poland, by dismem- 
bering Germany, and giving East Germany to the 
Communist bloc, Stalin’s ambitions were further en- 
hanced. 

Now Khrushchev is singing the same song... . and 
demanding that Berlin be made a “free city.” 

As one famed observer commented .. . 

“The mind of Josef Stalin, who gives no democracy 
or freedom of worship to his own people, could realis- 
tically enough throw a crumb to Prime Minister 
Churchill and President Roosevelt by promising to 
assist in free elections in the liberated areas .. . but 
anyone familiar with continental elections in disputed 
areas knows what happens to such so-called elections 
when military controls are present.” 

The handwriting was on the wall when prior to the 
“Big 3” confab at Yalta, Russia accorded diplomatic 
recognition to the Polish provisional government of 
Lublin, defying Churchill’s and Roosevelt’s appeal 
that the exiled government at London was the legiti- 
mate heir to Polish rule, 


“A Double-Cross” 


It seemed a betrayal since the London government 
was the only one ever recognized by the United States 
and England. One questions why our diplomats didn’t 
foresee the consequence of such a maneuver. 

Marshall Stalin felt that he could no longer delay 
a decision, since his armies were poised for a giant 
Soviet offensive at ‘liberating’ all of Poland. 

It was at Yalta that the “Big 3” agreed that the 
“provisional government which was functioning in 
Poland should be reorganized on a broader democratic 
basis.” 

The result, thought Roosevelt and Churchill, would 
be a new government, and prompted the late President 
to say upon his return’from the Livadia Palace at 
Yalta: 

“The Crimean Conference . . . spells the end of the 
system of unilateral action and exclusive alliances 
and spheres of influences and balances of powers.” 

No sooner had the President made his report to the 
nation, than the cry came from Soviet Foreign Com- 
missar V. M. Molotov that the agreement called merely 
for modification of the government in Lublin, rather 
than the creation of a new government, which would 
include members of the exiled group in London. 


Geneva (1959) Ministers Big Four Conference Paves Way 
For Another Summit 


No Free Elections 

Several Western observers at the time questioned 
whether the machinery established for free elections 
for liberated countries would be consistent with the 
declared aims of the “Big 3” 

History proved these officials to be prophets. 

As an example, before the war was over, the Ru- 
manian government of Premier Radescu was over- 
thrown and succeeded by the administration of Pre- 
mier Groza of the Communist controlled democratic 
front. 

Such unilateral action of setting up a puppet gov- 
ernment was in direct violation of the agreement made 
at Yalta, which called for free and democratic elec- 
tions .. 

Other Balkan nations fell behind the Iron Curtain 
by similar actions. 

“A Ring of Friendly Nations” 

If we could only remember Stalin’s cry for “a ring 
of friendly nations” . and compare it to today’s 
bleating by Khrushchev .. . 

History records the fact that after gaining these 
concessions, which enabled his armed rorces to occupy 
East Europe, Stalin established “friendly govern- 
ments” and puppets of the Red regime. 

Russia and China will not relinquish any territory 
in the creation of “peace zones” . . . they must come 
from the West. 

The Red leaders will, because of diplomatic and 
propaganda reasons, neutralize for the time being 
nations friendly to the West, and then when the time 
is opportune take them behind the curtain of deceit 
and distrust. 

In the question of Berlin, the United States and its 
allies, although naive, felt that the right of occupa- 
tion included the right of access . even through 
E. German territory. 

The 1948 blockade proved this thinking to be fal- 
lacious. 

Whether Berlin is the real goal of Russian imperial- 
ism is another question. In the meantime, allied dip- 
lomats are observing the “conquest” of Iraq, the brutal 
defeat of Tibet, and a renewed drive in Latin America 
and Africa. 

There is no question, however, that the Russian 
goal is to split Germany permanently. 

The rea] thorn in the Russian thinking is a United 
Germany. 

Fear of Germany 

Some Western observers feel that Russia fears Ger- 
many more than the U. 8. 

(See Reps — page 31) 
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HOW TO MAKE 
AMERICA INVINCIBLE 


Only as Our Citizens Hold Fast to those Principles which Made 
Our Nation Great, can America be Secured Against All Dangers! 


MELIONS of unquestionably loyal Americans are 
actually harming the cause of Americanism. 
They seem to think that only tremendously big ac- 
tions are significant. And so they stand, as in a daze, 
failing to see the danger of evil forces gnawing almost 
imperceptibly at the very heart of the Republic. 

You may be among these sleeping patriots. If so, 
awaken to the dramatic fact that you—no matter 
who or what you are — can help to build an invincible 
America. 

“What,” you ask, “can I do? How can I—an un- 
known — actually contribute to the preservation of 
Americanism ?” 

Very simple. By seeing to it that each day, through 
positive action, you promote fundamental American 
principles. 

One very important single action is to keep informed 
on current events. Read what is happening in labor, 
management, and government. 

In doing this you will read from one source that 
the Taft-Hartley Law will utterly destroy labor. An- 
other author will declare in resounding terms that 
this same bit of legislation will save the United States 
from Communism, joth statements are opinions. 
Neither is true, You want fact, 

You must make a sharp distinction between fact and 
fiction. Only by obtaining fact — not an easy assign- 
ment — and evaluating it objectively can you come to 
a sound conclusion. 

To help in ferreting out fact, citizens in some com- 
munities have formed study groups. One such club in 
Washington, D. C.—an organization of government 
employees, housewives, businessmen, college profes- 
sors, and ministers— meets at regular intervals of 
evenings in members’ homes to discuss the doings of 
the Republic. In this way these people keep well in- 
formed as to what is happening in the world about 
them. 

“But,” you say, “I can’t find time for all of that.” 

Nonsense. A recent nationwide survey shows that 
the average working man in the United States today 
has an annual total of 2,200 hours of leisure 

That is 200 hours more than he puts in on his reg- 
ular job! 

So, if you really want to keep informed, you can do 
so— far better than a citizen of any other country on 
earth. To be informed is to demonstrate positive 
Americanism. 

Too, you may make an even more potent contrilu- 
tion to Americanism if you make it a practice to re- 
ward those who prove that they have an abundance of 
initiative. 

One of the basic principles of Americanism is that 
the individual shall profit from his initiative. That 
powerful truth is largely responsible for the high 
standard of living in America. 

How can you reward initiative? You might emu- 
late Eldon E. Miller of New York City. 

“A few days ago,” he says, “I went into a store to 
purchase a solid wood record cabinet. Finding one 


that was the right color, size, and shape, I asked the 
salesman about it.” ' 

“Only thirty-four ninety-five,” he said. 

Upon examining it a bit more carefully, Miller dis- 
covered that its top and sides were paper thin. He 
also noted that the whole thing appeared to be some 
sort of composition not wood. 

“T want a solid wood cabinet,” he told the salesman. 

“This is wood,” the salesman replied. He rapped 
with his knuckles on the cabinet as if to prove, by the 
sound, that the cabinet was constructed of wood. 

Miller, who had spent years in a furniture factory, 
shook his head. “No,” he said, “I hardly think so.” — 

“If you will pardon me,” the salesman persisted, 
“this is solid mahogany. We got it in from the fac- 
tory just last week. And it’s on sale today.” 

That thoroughly angered Miller. The salesman, he 
realized, was either ignorant or deliberately misrepre- 
senting. And one of these was as bad as the other. 

“Well,” Miller declared, “I happen to know there 
isn’t an ounce of wood in that entire cabinet. It’s 
made of masonite and plastic. And whether you know 


The author, the Hon. Karl 
E. Mundt, United States Sen- 
ator from South Dakota, who 
previously represented that 
State in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, was co-author of 
the Mundt-Nixon anti-Commu- 
nist Bill, and served as Chair- 
man of the sub-Committee of 
the House Committee on Un- 
American Activities. 


it or not, you’ve lost not only the sale of this cabinet 
but a potential customer for years to come. I don’t 
do business with people who, for any reason, misrep- 
resent.” 

Miller’s attitude is wholly American. It recognizes 
that, under the private enterprise system, competition 
is strong. The man who offers the greatest bargain 
will get the business. But, in order to offer such a 
bargain, he must utilize initiative in a dozen ways, 

“IT never pass up an opportunity,” Miller says, “to 
expose the merchant who misrepresents his product. 
More, I will invariably throw my business to the man 
who shows me that he has utilized initiative.” 

That is sound Americanism. 

Another thing: Demand fairness. 

Fairness is an American tradition. We are proud 
of the fairness which Americans practice. Yet, all too 
often we stand by and see others ignoro, scorn, and 
even defame this cherished American ideal. That is 
un-American. 

Fred Harris, a pygmy-sized clerk with an oversize 
sense of fairness, realized this. “In my office,” he says, 
“every man but one worked. But this one man, hold- 
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ing the same position as all the rest of us, didn’t use 
even one-tenth watt brain power. Half of the day 
he surreptitiously worked cross word puzzles and, 
because he was the Big Boss’ friend, no one seemed to 
notice. 


This angered Harris, “What’s the matter, Cross 
Word?” he asked the perpetual loafer, “Why don’t 


you at least put up the appearance of working?” 

“Don’t be silly,’ Cross Word sneered. 

“But you’re paid,” Harris snapped. 
as any other man here. 
should be fired.” 

“Not a chance,” Cross Word said. “I been doin’ this 
for years. Give me another year or two at most an’ 
I'll retire. Soft job.” 

That is where Cross Word badly misjudged pint- 
sized Harris. “Listen, Junior,’ Harris fairly hissed. 
“If I were boss here, I’d fire you outright.” The words 
tumbled over one another. “I can’t do that. But I 
can report you to the President himself. More, l’ll 
do it unless you put in a decent day’s work just like 
the rest of us!” 

Cross Word put down his puzzle. “Damn,” he mum- 
bled, realizing the full extent of Harris’ anger, “if I 
don’t believe you would.’” 

“I certainly will,” Harris threatened. “And you’ve 
just eight hours—beginning right now—to prove 
that you’re going to do the job you’re paid to do. 
So take your choice.” 

Even Cross Word understood that. 
business and actually worked. 
at the fact. 
leagues say. 

And they are right. Harris is the only man who 
ever got even half a day’s work out of Cross Word. 
But in doing so, he made a material contribution to 
fairness in his office. That’s good Americanism. 

More, if you really want to aid Americansm, you 
will refuse to be a “yes man.” 

You are an individual. You have the power to ac- 
cumulate facts, evaluate them, and reach your own 
conclusions. To do that— and then stand firm by your 
decisions —is the mark of individualism which is a 
basis of true Americanism. 

Not many years ago an unknown young man realized 
this significant fact. He refused to accept the deci- 
sions of others on an important project. He had given 
the matter careful and prolonged study, reached his 
own conclusion, and was determined to stand by it at 
all costs. 

Older men recognized as authorities called him a 
dreamer and worse, But he believed implicitly in him- 
self. He was willing to gamble that he was right — 
eager, really, to risk a tremendous state — his life — 
in an effort to substantiate his contention. 

As a result, Charles A. Lindbergh, piloting the 
“Spirit of St. Louis,” made the first trans-Atlantic 
flight in world history. Instantly people everywhere 
proclaimed him a hero, And rightly so, 

He succeeded because he dared to think for himself 
and take action based on his own judgment. This ac- 
tion gave America a pre-eminence in air traffic— a po- 
sition she still oceupies. 

It would be difficult to overestimate the value of 
Lindy’s contribution to his country as a result of this 
daring and dramatic refusal to be a “yes man.” 

Even more important: Squelch cynics who decry 
America. 

How? 

Like this: 

“Where are today’s great deeds, really great deeds?” 
asked Lew Emmons as he sat at lunch with his friend, 


“Paid same 
And you never work. You 


He got down to 
The office still marvels 
It’s a minor miracle, Cross Word’s col- 


NATIONAL REPUBLIC 


“T tell you, we don’t have them. They 
Forever gone.” 

Mark set down his cup of coffee. “Such as what?” 

Valley Forge, Gettysburg, Appomattox. Those were 
events to stir men’s souls. But,” he shook his head, 
“that’s ancient history. We can’t live forever on the 
glory of the past.” 

Mark smiled easily. “You know, for an intelligent 
man, you make some mighty odd statements.” 

“Well, suppose you cite an Event — just one —in 
modern times comparable to Gettysburg.” 

“Glad to,” Mark said. “Pull up your chair.” 

Lew relaxed, a sneer on his face. “Just how impor- 
tant is your Event?” 

“So important,” Mark replied, “that for 72 consecu- 
tive days the United States Marines bombarded their 
objectives with everything in the United States arsenal 
except the A-bomb. Then, for 3 more days, guns and 
planes attacked specific defense positions. And fi- 
nally, we assembled an invasion force of more than 
800 ships including 17 aircraft carriers in preparing 
for the battle of the century.” 

Now Lew was listening intently. 

“In the predawn darkness, amphibious vehicles be- 
gan taking on troops from the transports. Aircraft 
roared into battle, blasting concrete blockhouses, pill- 
boxes, and caves in a softening up process.” 

Mark squared his shoulders, lifted his chin. “The 
battle raged for days. Then, on the morning of Feb- 
ruary 23, First Lieutenant Harold G. Schrier, with a 
40-man-patrol, set out on the most hazardous expedi- 
tion in history.” 

Lew didn’t move. His eyes clung to Mark’s face, 

“On land, sea, and in the air the eyes of thousands 
of America’s fighting men watched the platoon of 
Marines work their way little by little up the precipi- 
tous slopes of Mount Suribachi to the very lip of its 
voleanic crater 554 feet high. 

“And as the Stars and Stripes rippled out against 
the background of blue sky, the cliffs of Iwo Jima 
(See INVINCIBLE — page 32) 


Mark Baker. 


are gone. 
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Kremlin Red Bosses Create 
New International 


While waving banners proclaiming their desire for 
“peaceful co-existence” in the world, the Communists 
are waging a behind-the-scenes campaign intensifying 
their “hate the United States and the Free World” 
attacks under the revitalized Comintern. 

The name of the new organization which is carrying 
on the old familiar poison campaign in a “moonlight 
and roses” atmosphere is the “Conference of Commu- 
nist and Workers’ Parties.” 

U. 8. Senator James O. Eastland of the Senate In- 
ternal Security Subcommittee says: “Revival of the 
Comintern under this new name means that the Soviet 
Communists are once again tightening the control they 
have always held of Communist Parties throughout 
the world, including the Communist Party, U.S.A. 
Elaborate attempts have been made to hide this cen- 
tral domination by the Kremlin, particularly in re- 
cent years. But by their own recent statements, So- 
viet leaders inadvertently have put us on notice of the 
resurgence of the Comintern. The stage manager of 
this operation is Otto V. Kuusinen, an old line Soviet 
leader with a long record of activity in international 
Communist organization, including authorship of many 
directives to the Communist Party, U.S.A.” 

“The very mention of his name is a signal to the 
Communist Parties of the world that the old organiza- 
tion is going to work again,” Senator Eastland said. 

The Senate Internal Security subcommittee has re- 
leased a study dealing with the operation of the new 
organization. It points out that soon after the Com- 
inform was abolished, disturbances developed within 
the international Communist organization which 
threatened Khrushchev’s position as Soviet dictator 
and as the acknowledged head of the World Commu- 
nist movement, the study pointed out. 

In order to strengthen Khrushchev’s leadership, the 
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Soviet Russia Demands that U.S.A. and Allies Disband 
Missile Bases Surrounding Iron and Bamboo Curtain, Yet 
Russia has Secretly Established Missile Bases in All Coun- 
tries Bounding West and East, as Shown on Above Map 


THE ENEMY WITHIN OUR GATES 


(REGISTERED TRADE MARK) 


Concerning the Activities of Movements Tending To Undermine the Institutions of the Republic 


U. S. Navy Photos Russian Submarine, Off Coast of Ice- 
land. Believed to be Equipped with Radar and Missiles 


leaders of all significant Communist Parties of the 
world held sessions in Moscow, the staff study said. 
The American Communist Party, despite recent claims 
of independence from Moscow, sent delegates. 

“The Soviet Government,” the subcommittee study 
says, “has permitted and encouraged the representa- 
tives of the Communist Party of the United States 
(James E. Jackson, Jr., Morris Childs}, an organ- 
ization dedicated to the forcible overthrow of the 
jovernment of the United States, to participate in 
the sessions of the 2ist Congress of the Communist 
Party of the Soviet Union.” Significantly, Jackson 
was the first American Communist ever to address a 
convention of the Communist Party of the Soviet 
Union. 

The Subcommittee study concludes that “the pat- 
tern of relationship between the Communist Party, 
U.S.A., and the Communist Parties of the world, 
viewed as a whole, is consistent with the conclusion 
that the CPUSA is an organic part of a functioning 
Communist organization,’ and that such activities 
“constitute an outright violation by the Soviet Gov- 
ernment” of the pledge made by Ambassador Litvinov 
in 1933 that his nation would refrain from interference 
in the internal affairs of the United States. The study 
also said such activities violate the spirit of repeated 
declarations by Khrushchev for peaceful co-existence 
with the United States. 


Communists In U.S.A. On 
Unemployment Pay 


Employees of the Communist Party have been held 
eligible to participate in the unemployment insurance 
compensation in the state of New York. 

Action was brought by William Albertson, assistant 
Labor Secretary and Research Analyst for the Com- 
munist Party, devoting full time to the party activity, 
after the State Industrial Commissioner denied his 
claim for benefits. The ruling was based on the sus- 
pension of the Communist Party as a contributing 
employer to the Unemployment Insurance Fund, The 
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suspension was made on the grounds that the Com- 
munist Party is a criminal conspiracy and has been 
outlawed by Congress. The Unemployment Insurance 
Appeals Board upheld the ruling of the Industrial 
Commissioner. 

Albertson said a part of the base period upon which 
he had built up his account was due to his employ- 
ment by the Communist organization. 

The Appellate Court in Albany ruled in favor of 
Albertson, declaring that the State Labor Department 
had accepted unemployment contributions from the 
Communist Party for twenty years and that the party 
is curently paying unemployment taxes to the Federal 
Internal Revenue Service. The court said that since 
the state of New York permitted the Communist Party 
to hire and pay Albertson as an employe and to main- 
tain offices in which he worked and pay unemploy- 
ment taxes, “the benefits of such payments should be 
paid in accordance with law.” 

[It was also pointed out there had been no allegation 
of crime or conspiracy on the part of Albertson during 
his party employment. 


American Youth Off To 
Red ‘Festival’ 


In spite of State Department efforts to discourage 
American youth from participating in the Communist 
dominated Vienna Youth Festival in late July and 
early August, certain elements in this country have 
been pulling the strings to get a big contingent on the 
way to Austria. 

One organization was set up with headquarters at 
Cambridge, Mass., under the name of “Independent 


Mateo Marques Castro, Uruguayan Ambassador to Argen- 

tina, Disappears from River Boat as He Attempts Escape 

with Secret Documents (Missing), Involving His Fellow- 
Communist, Popov (Above) 


Boris Popov, Bulgarian Communist Minister Ousted from 
Argentina, Above (arrow), His Clandestine Radio Center, 
Used in Espionage 


Service for Information on the Vienna Youth Festival.” 
Headed by Gloria Steinem and Leonard Bebchick, 
co-directors, the organization also opened an informa- 
tion office at 345 East 46th street, New York City, al- 
legedly to provide “full information” on the festival. 

This group proposed to arm American visitors to 
the festival with the “right” slant on their own coun- 
try. In its letter to “prospects” the service said in 
part: “We now are in the process of preparing 2 num- 
ber of pamphlets on such topics as Negro segregation, 
higher education, disarmament and nuclear testing, 
and major foreign policy issues.” The agency prom- 
ised to “provide information on the fashion in which 
Festivals operate and on the manner of engaging in 
meaningful discussion with young people from other 
countries.” 

The Festival promoters arranged “orientation ses- 
sions” in New York City on Mondays and Tuesdays 
and Thursdays and Fridays. 

Reports from Vienna indicate that the Reds were 
spending in excess of $14,000,000 for the big “Youth 
Festival” propaganda show. This including the send- 
ing of the Leningrad Symphony Orchestra and their 
star ballet troupe, in addition to other “cultural” and 
related road shows. 

Austria has not gone “all out” for the festival. 
Its youth leaders have attempted to get government 
officials to withdraw permission to hold the festival 
in Austria. Reports coming out of Austria verify Red 
domination of the Festival in revealing that local or- 
ganizers of the festival as well as managers of certain 
concerns making the physical arrangements are all 
known Communists. 

Youth from Communist countries received advanced 
orientation on what to tell young people from non- 
Communist nations, according to authenticated infor- 
mation received in this country. 


Supreme Court In Partial 
Retreat On Red Issue 


New life and hope has been injected into the Na- 
tion’s fight against subversive movements as the re- 
sult of two new Supreme Court decisions, one involy- 
ing the question of states’ right in the field of com- 
batting the Red menace and the other involving the 

(See Enemy — page 23) 
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—— EDITORIALS 


Our Confused Foreign Aid 


‘THE proponents of and the antagonists to foreign 
aid are busily engaged in a campaign to win 
Congress to their decidedly varying points of view, 
which range all the way from high military and eco- 
nomic aid, to cancelling all aid programs, with in- 
between advocacy of more military and less economic 
aid, and more economic and less military assistance. 
We — and Congress — are being reminded that aid 
is essential if we are to prevent countries overseas from 
going Communist. In short that we must outspend 
the Soviet. 

We—and Congress—are being told by military 
authorities that military aid to other nations is a 
safeguard of American peace, and that of course if 
we send troops outside of the country, they must have 
all sorts of luxuries more than they had at home. 

Even some churches have joined in, Certain repre- 
sentatives of large religious bodies have urged that 
Congress put less emphasis on aid as a means “of 
obstructing the outreach of the enemy,” and more on 
helping people. 

There is something to be said on all sides of this, 
as well as any other question. However, it seems to 
us that there is one person who is being completely 
overlooked in the whole picture — and that is the av- 
erage American citizen who foots the bills for these 
various Foreign aids. 

It is this average citizen who must be considered in 
any and all plans which spend his money, to create 
competition for him, and in many cases, wipe out his 
livelihood. 

If we are giving aid to foreign countries, then let 
us frankly admit it is a gift. If we are financing the 
building up of industry overseas, then let it be in 
non-competitive industries, or if in competitive, let’s 
give our own industries a chance by import tages 
which would equalize the low wage rates prevailing 
in all other parts of the world. 

Furthermore, when we set up aid programs, let us 
be sure that they reach right down to the average 
man and woman in the countries we are helping, so 
that they will know that the people of the United 
States are their friends. According to the reports, 
too much aid has been siphoned off by foreign bureau- 
crats for their own advantage, and too little aid has 
trickled down to the people for whom it was meant. 

If we give military assistance, let us be sure we do 
it to our friends and for our friends only. There is no 
sense in building up a war machine for someone who 
may in time of trouble use it against us, 

This realistic attitude on foreign aid is not reac- 
tionary nor selfish, it is but common sense. It is the 
American taxpayer’s money that is being spent or 
given away—and no program should be adopted 
which will impoverish him. We can’t afford to be 
“ynselfish” and to “give-away” at his expense. 


American Overseas Investments 


OW far are we going to go in backing American 
industries who set up industries abroad? 
Those in favor of subsidies in the form of tax al- 
leviation, loans or guarantees, hold that setting up 
such industries are almost a form of foreign aid, and 


that since it may not cost direct money, the firms are 
entitled to this benefit. > 
But there are some pertinent questions that should 
be asked in deciding what our stand should be. 
Unquestionably, our rising spiral of wages, with the 
concurrent rise in price of material for manufacture, 
have made the costs too high for a profit to the busi- 
ness investor, so it is cheaper to manufacture abroad 
and then to ship the goods into the United States. 
But such moving of industry means a drop in em- 
ployment here. There are fewer jobs and fewer people 
able to buy the manufactured goods. The Government 
loses in taxes, and is forced to take care of more and 
more unemployed in our increasingly socialized state. 
What will happen to these industries if there is a 
move, as there is in so many countries, to nationalize 
or expropriate the property of American businesses? 
Will the United States be expected to take action? 
For example, Lebanon — for whom we have done so 
much — has quadrupled the levy on the foreign-owner 
oil companies for use of the pipelines through Lebanon. 
And under the new agrarian reform law in Cuba 1,666,- 
000 acres of cane land are to be expropriated from 
United States sugar companies within the next year. 
What should be our Government policy on the points 
thus raised? We would like to know what you think 
—and so would your Congressman. 


Where Is Our Foreign Trade? 


HERE is no shadow of doubt that our foreign trade 

is on the decrease. The figures speak too plainly. 

We are losing our foreign markets, and we are losing 

them to the very countries whose industries we have 
built up through lavish foreign aid. 

For more than ten years we have been building our 
own competition. We have shown these new com- 
petitors how to produce. We have taught them our 
skills, furnished them with our machinery. Of course, 
we did it “in the name of humanity” to help the “down- 
trodden and oppressed.” 

Now we find them in active competition and able 
to undercut us in price — because we did not see to it 
that the aid we gave reached down to the people them- 
selves. Our wage scales are high —those abroad way 
below what we think are subsistence wages. Our pro- 
duction costs have increased. High taxes have crippled 
many American firms. In short, as so many experts 
say, we have been pricing ourselves out of the market, 
here and abroad. 

What is the solution? The answer does not lie in 
trying to lower wages. The clock can never be turned 
back— and we have set standards of living which must 
be maintained. The answer is not in a freeze on profits 
and wages. Both Industry and Labor would be up in 
arms in a moment —and rightly so. We are already 
saddled with too much regimentation of free enterprise. 

We have on these pages suggested again and again 
that a more realistic study be made of our foreign 
trade problems and that our program be more co- 
ordinated. Foreign aid, foreign investment, and for- 
eign trade are not three separate units. They must 
be considered as a whole. 

Through our foreign aid programs we have built up 
competition for our own products. Through foreign 
investments, American factories in other lands, we 
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have added to that competition. The result has been 
devastating to our foreign trade —a part of our econ- 
omy that in the past has helped to make aid possible. 

Of course our planners didn’t mean it that way. For 
example, Japan was to manufacture for Asia and draw 
its food from there. BUT our Louisiana rice growers 
wanted the Japanese market. And Japan in return 
has had no difficulty flooding our market with products 
whose price way undercuts what can be produced here. 

Our potters made excellent fine china. But the mar- 
ket is now flooded with Japanese and German china at 
a low cost, so our pottery industry is diminishing. 

We are met at every turn when we attempt to sell 
abroad with articles made with our exported skill and 
know-how — and because of the cheap labor at prices 
way below our minimum. 

If we are going to get back our foreign trade, we 
will have to re-examine, re-evaluate and re-implement 
our whole foreign policy program. 

+ 


Immigration and Its Hazards 


NTO the whole disturbed economic picture of for- 

eign relations, with its taxes to pay for foreign 
aid, its tax subsidies for foreign investments, its deficit 
in foreign trade, there has entered another element. 

Our ultra-liberals who delight in being charitable 
with the Government’s money, now want us to relax 
our immigration restrictions to bring in vast numbers 
of the unassimilated and unfortunate refugees. Under 
the aegis of “World Refugee Year,” more and more 
demands will be made to bring in more and more 
people, and to relax our screening process. 

At first thought, it seems only humane to offer 
refuge to those fleeing from behind the Iron Curtain. 
But there are various things to be considered in spite 
of the humane reasons. Or, perhaps, because of them. 

First — the dumping of a whole new group into our 
already crowded labor market would create many 
problems. Will the unions, who have gone along with 
the liberals, accept them into their membership? Will 
they, if not union members, be used by unscrupulous 
employers to break down wage scales and standards of 
living? 

Second — where will all these refugees live? We 
found in the days when refugees from Hitler swarmed 
to these shores, that they naturally gravitated to the 
big cities, where their language was spoken and 
where they had friends or fellow compatriots. Few 
were willing to go out in the rural areas where condi- 
tions for living were not as favorable. The average 
refugee is not conditioned for pioneering, and when 
they have been conditioned to accepting help, they do 
not always wish to stand upon their own feet. Our 
own state and city relief rolls are already too crowded 
to admit of the addition of thousands of others. 

Third — could there be any easier way to infiltrate 
our industries, to prepare for eventual sabotage, than 
to plant agents among refugees? There is still the 
question of national security to be considered, It only 
takes one man to disrupt a plant. It only takes a few 
to wreck a city. 

Wholesale immigration means increased taxes and 
decreased employment. Is that what we want? 


The Menace of Unemployment 


AXES for foreign aid, subsidies for foreign invest- 

ments, deficits in foreign trade, plus indiscrimi- 
nate immigration, spells just one thing — increasing 
unemployment, more taxes, more inflation. 
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And there is hardly a one of us who doesn’t know 
the dangers inherent in increasing unemployment. 
Like wildfire it spreads, consuming and destroying 
our otherwise strong economy. 

Yet we have only ourselves to blame, by not facing 
facts when there is time to avert much of the trouble. 

It is interesting to note that one of the greatest ad- 
vocates of foreign aid, free trade without import tazes, 
and liberalized immigration, has had to meet this prob- 
lem face to face. 

Walter Reuther has found that imports of foreign 
cars, and the loss of a foreign market to American 
cars, has put many members of his union out of work. 
The policies he advocated have put his men out tramp- 
ing the streets in an effort to find other jobs. 

Now he is trying to counteract it by trying to launch 
a drive to increase the pay of foreign automobile 
workers. Also while he still scorns a protective tariff 
on the grounds that it “would lead to economic isola- 
tionism,” he calls for it under another name, an “im- 
port penalty” which would help equalize matters. 
(Frankly that sounds just like the idea the Nationa. 
Rervusic has been offering for some months — only we 
have openly admitted it means “import taxes.”) 

The late John T. Jones of the United Mine Workers 
hit the nail on the head when he called free trade a 
“job export” program, because it takes business and 
jobs away from American workers and industries and 
exports the work to foreign nations where wages and 
standards of living are low. 

If we want to avoid an extended economic crisis in 
our own country—which would in turn be felt through- 
out the world and open wide new areas for Commu- 
nistic infiltration, we have to ward off unemployment. 
We have got to stop building up our own competition! 


Revisionism —- A Deadly Sin 


HE Soviet does not recognize grey as a color, par- 

ticularly when it comes to beliefs. As the self- 
appointed dictator of the proletariat, the supreme 
commander of all Communists, as the overlord of the 
“Socialist Republies,” and as the fountain-head of all 
wisdom, it demands that its definitions of creed and 
policy be accepted in entirety. “Revisionism” is the 
deadly sin. And the hierarchy of the Kremlin fulmi- 
nate against those whom they call “revisionists” in as 
scathing diatribes as they level against “capitalist ag- 
gressors.” 

Tito was Communist-trained and Communist-backed 
when he took over Yugoslavia, But when he decided 
to operate an independent brand of Communism, he 
was labelled a traitor by the Kremlin. Now through 
the medium of subservient satellite Czechoslovakia — 
which attempted to covet some of Yugoslavia —Tito’s 
revisionism was denounced in no uncertain terms. 
Even docile littlke Albania which is broadcasting on 
revisionism in terms few of her own people will under- 
stand, is castigating Tito in war-like phrases, (Re- 
member that the Soviet submarine base at Vallona, off 
the Albanian coast, is a constant threat to Mediter- 
ranean shipping.) 

Nasser, a Kremlin tool, who believed that it was he, 
“ather than the Soviet leaders in the background, who 
caused the revolution in Iraq, in proceeding to set 
forth his ambitious plans for the Arabs has castigated 
local Communists, but kept smiles for the Kremlin, has 
now been denounced by the Soviet for revisionism — 
and Russia through their agents in Iraq are stirring 
up new troubles for Nasser. 
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TIMOTHY 


By JULIA WHITTIER WOLFE 


W Ho WROTE the Declaration of Independence? 

Thomas Jefferson, with a few suggestions from 
Benjamin Franklin and John Adams, you say. Yes, 
of course; we all know that. But who penned this 
great piece of parchment that the fifty-six members of 
the Continental Congress signed? 

It is one of the largest official papers in existence — 
one skin of parchment nearly three feet long and more 
than two feet wide. The writing is nearly twice the 
normal size and is unusually handsome, clear and 
legible. 

Although the belief is common that the Declaration 
was written and signed on July 4th, the official jour- 
nals of Congress show that it was not ordered and 
written out for signature until July 19th, and that it 
was not placed on the table to be signed until August 
2nd. Some of the men who signed this great docu- 
ment in August were not in Congress in July. 

It was agreed to, however, on July 4th and Jefferson 
always said that it was passed somewhat hurriedly, 
because the members of Congress were tormented by 
flies on that day, Philadelphia was having an intense 
“heat wave,” and while the wording of the Declaration 
was under discrssion, the windows were wide open. 
As the hall where the Conzress met was near a livery 
stable, horse flies came swarming in to taste the rich 
blood of the heroes of America. As the men wore knee 
breeches and thin stockings, they were not prepared to 
resist the attacks. 

They hastened to finish the matter at hand, ordered 
the secretary to have the Declaration printed and to 
have it proclaimed on the streets of Philadelphia, leav- 
ing the flies in undisputed possession of Independence 
Hall. 

The secretary was Charles Thomson, a man of high 
character, who had been the principal of a school in 
New Castle, Pennsylvania, and was an active patriot. 
The first Congress chose him as secretary in 1774, and 
he held the office until the Continental Congress passed 
out of existence on March 2, 1789. There were fifteen 
presidents of the Continental Congress, but there was 
but one secretary. He made the entries in the Journal 
in 1774, and he wrote the last entry. 

During all those fifteen years it was only on rare 
occasions that any other hand than his wrote in the 
Journal. When the Continental Congress passed out 
of existence, he retired to private life and never held 
office again. But he did not pass away until 1821, 
when he was ninety-five years old. 

One of the clerks, who worked under Thomson, who 
later became a Congressman from Pennsylvania, wrote 
a book about Thomson, telling what a “grand old man” 
he was. It is well worth reading—if it could be 
found in public libraries. The Library of Congress 
has a copy. The name of this man was Timothy Mat- 
lack. He was born in Pennsylvania, in the town of 
Holmesburg and lived to be ninety-nine years of age. 

Timothy Matlack was a Quaker by birth. His people 
had come with William Penn, but Matlack was an 
open advocate of war and in 1776 was elected captain 
of a militia band in Philadelphia known as the “Shirt 
Battalion.” The Quakers, who were opposed to war, 
expelled him, and in 1781 he and other Quakers formed 
the sect known as the “Free Quakers.” Besides work- 


MATLACK PENNED DECLARATION 


Everyone Knows Who Framed the Phrases of the 
Declaration of Independence. How Many Know 
About the Man Who Wrote If Out? 


Courtesy National Gallery of art, D c.. 
Timothy Matlack (From The Mellon Collection) 


ing in the Continental Congress, Matlack held several 
offices under the local government of the Colonial 
Pennsylvania. His last service was as alderman in 
Philadelphia from 1813 to 1818. 

To carry out the order of the Congress that the 
Declaration be proclaimed, Thomson needed more 
than a score of copies, and had to send it to the print- 
er early; he also had orders to send one copy to each 
of the thirteen colonies, and one to the army. So, to 
save time he sent the original draft, which the Con- 
gress had passed, to the official printer — John Dun- 
lap. The following morning, bright and early, Dun- 
lap brought the copies to Thomson. They were 
printed on one side of the paper on large sheets, 18 
inches long and 14 inches wide, the form known as 
broadsides. 

It was from one of these copies that the city of 
Philadelphia first heard of the Declaration. And it 
was one of the fourteen that became the official copy, 
for Thomson had not as yet copied the Declaration 
in the Journal of the Congress before he gave it to 
the printer. When he wrote the Journal for the month 
of July he left plenty of blank space for the Declara- 
tion, and the next day with two red wafers of red wax, 
he fastened in the broadside as printed by Dunlap. 
At that time it had only been signed by John Han- 
cock, as President of Congress, and countersigned by 
Thomson, as secretary. 

Students who have studied the old Journal find 
that some one other than Thomson, did write in the 
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Journal. The first of those occasions was on June 22, 
1775, when Timothy Matlack recorded a resolution to 
set aside a day of fasting and prayer to avert the 
desolating calamities that seemed to be impending. 

Matlack had been appointed a clerk in Thomson’s 
office on May 15th, and five days later he wrote out 
the most important document that the Congress had 
issued to that time — the commission to George Wash- 
ington to be commander-in-chief of the American 
army. The identification of the penmanship of the 
commission with that of the entry in the Journal 
and of both with an autograph letter of Matlack’s 
that is among the papers of the Continental Congress 
is certain. 

Probably at that time there was no penman equal 
to Matlack — not in or around Philadelphia anyway. 
Later Thomson had two clerks in his office, George 
Bond and Thomas Edison, each of whom were good 
penmen; it was called “engrossing” in those days. 
General Washington had a secretary — Richard Var- 
ick — who also was a good penman, Alexander Ham- 
ilton, the great, wrote a finer hand than any of them, 
but neither he nor the others could equal the beauty of 
Matlack’s capital letters and the clearness and sym- 
metry of his writing as a whole. 

Fortunately, Matlack was still a clerk in Thomson’s 
office when the Declaration was ordered to be en- 
grossed for final signatures, and the task of copying it 
was assigned to him. He copied from the printed 
broadside. That is clearly shown by the heading of 
the broadside, “In Congress, July 4th, 1776,” which is 
reproduced in the written Declaration. 

It is not easy to identify the Penmanship of a docu- 
ment like the Declaration, for the writer has written 


very plainly and in characters of twice the normal 
size; but some individual peculiarities appear in this 


as in all handwriting. A few years ago a number of 
officials in the Library of Congress who knew that 
Matlack was the best penman employed by Thomson, 
made a comparison of General Washington’s commis- 
sion, which was known to have been written by Mat- 
lack, with the Declaration. 

The first peculiar letter in the commission is the 
capital “N” in New Hampshire, and they found its 
counterpart in “Natures’ God” in the second line of 
the Declaration. The graceful flourish at the top of 
the “T” in the word “to” in the commission is repeated 
in the second sentence beginning “That” in the Decla- 
ration. In the word “offer” in the commission there 
is a marked peculiarity in the double “f”; the first “F” 
is made like the old-fashioned long “s.” It appears 
in the word “effect” in the Declaration, then in “suffer” 
and “Sufferable.” That is the most noteworthy pe- 
culiarity in Matlack’s writing. The capital “D” in the 
commission and the last letters in the last line of the 
Declaration; the capital “B” in the commission and 
the word “British” in the Declaration; the whole 
word “Congress” in both documents— those and other 
details established beyond a doubt that the writer of 
the great Declaration was Matlack. Experts, who have 
examined both papers have reached that conclusion. 

Although Matlack lived a long time, he did not live 
long enough to see the harm that befell the document 
he had written so handsomely. He and his contempo- 
raries were proud of it, and their descendants have 
held it in reverence above all other documents, and to 
satisfy the patriotic curiosity of the people who have 
wished to see it those who were the custodians in past 
years subjected it to treatment that did it irreparable 
harm. 

In 1824, when John Quincy Adams was Secretary 
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of State, a skilled engraver — William J. Stone — 
made a copper plate facsimile of the Declaration. That 
is the only one that has ever been made, It was dis- 
tributed by Order of Congress and is familiar to us 
all. It is a perfect reproduction in every particular 
of the original document as it was when the facsimile 
was made, and is a fine specimen of the engraver’s 
art. Unfortunately, at the time Stone made it, pho- 
tography had not been discovered, and Stone took an 
impression on the original and in doing so carried off 
some of the aged ink. That surely was a grave in- 
jury; but equal harm came to the document by keep- 
ing it on display. In 1841 the precious document was 
placed in the Patent Office where it remained until 
1876, when it was taken to the Centennial Exhibition 
in Philadelphia, where it was on display for almost 
a year. Then it was returned to Washington and 
replaced in the State Department. 

Already the ink had begun to dry or, we should say, 
fade, but still everyone said “Let the public view it.” 
So, by 1894 many of the signatures of “the heavy Fifty- 
Six” were almost invisible. Scientific men were con- 
sulted on ways to protect the grand old document. It 
was placed in a dark safe for a long time. 

During the last two wars it was hidden from view 
of all. Today, it is in an elevator and taken “up and 
down” for a short time during visiting hours. It is 
heavily guarded and protected. If one’s eyesight is 
keen they may glance upon the handsome penmanship 
of Thomas Matlack for a second or two. With a glass 
they may discover the signature of John Hancock. 

Many ask how long did it take Matlack to “pen” 
the Declaration. He began work around July 8th, we 
read, and the document was signed by all! of the 
“Heavy Fifty-Six” by August 3rd. 

One of the men who signed this grand old docu- 
ment was not a member of the Congress — Carroll 
of Maryland. 


Painting by Charlies Wilson Peale 


Charles Thomson (From The Library of Congress 
Collection) 
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In Los Angeles’ Bunker Hill “Urban Renewal,” Private Property Rights Give Way to Government Control 


THE BATTLE OF BUNKER HILL -- 1959 


The Battle Over The Bunker Hill Project In Los Angeles Deals With The Basic 
Question Of Property Rights Vs. State Controls 


HE Battle of Bunker Hill in 1959 igs more than a 
hassle over 130 acres of land on the top of a Los 
Angeles hill of that name. 

Opportunists battle for government subsidy on the 
one hand. Subversive interests seek for land-usage 
control on the other. The combined forces of the two, 
abetted by the City Redevelopment Agency beseige 
property owners on the Hill. 

Basic issue of the strife now, as in Bunker Hill 1775, 
is freedom; specifically, the American freedom of own- 
ing private property free from unconstitutional seiz- 
ure and control. 

Bunker Hill project-plan of the City of Los Angeles 
Community Redevelopment Agency (CRA) is but one 
of countless hundreds of federally-okayed Urban Re- 
newal Administration (URA) projects which are un- 
derway throughout the United States and extend from 
Alaska to Hawaii and Puerto Rico. 

The Project plans to wipe out 5,087 dwelling units, 
displace 1,342 families, and red-tape 129.8 acres of 
fabulously valuable land with redevelopment restric- 
tions, and to force taxpayers of the nation to pay for 
two-thirds of the impudent scheme, estimated at $2214 
million in the Bunker Hill project. 

Plans for the downtown acropolis call for multiple- 
housing of the luxury apartment type, a music center, 
trade mart, institutional office buildings, hotels, park- 
ing lots, retail shops, motels, parks, bridges, and even 
escalators leading to street levels below. This, the 
second phase, is expected to run between $200 and 
$300-million. 

The North half of Bunker Hill was condemned and 
edifices demolished by the County of Los Angeles. 
Public buildings are being raised on portions of the 
land; the balance may be transferred to the Los An- 
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geles CRA to be added to the South Bunker Hill sec- 
tion as replanned by the CRA. 

Redevelopment operations in any locality are han- 
dled by a local group called an “authority,” or an 
Agency, created to comply with Federal law. Such 
Agency “authorities” are free-wheeling autonomies 
since, in effect, they are not subservient to State, City, 
or Federal power. Legislation to create the “author- 
ity” differs from State to State. In Virginia, the elec- 
torate holds the power. In California, a governing 
body — city council or county board — is invested with 
the power to create the Agency under California’s 
Community Redevelopment Law. 

Los Angeles CRA closed in upon Bunker Hill pri- 
vate property in 1950 by filing with the Federal URA 
preliminary plans based upon forcible acquisition of 
private property by public CRA. 

A redevelopment project passes through phases in- 
cluding acquisition of private land by the public 
Agency; clearing and readying the site; sale or lease 
to builders ; retention of land for public use; super- 
vision to see that redevelopment restrictions are com- 
plied with, such as land-usage controls applied by 
covenants running with the land and extending in 
perpetuity. 

Financing of the local one-third that matches the 
Federal two-thirds subsidy, can be accomplished by 
fleecing the taxpayers through “tax-allocation” bonds, 
as explained in “Sacramento Plan Pitfalls” (Nationau 
Repusiic, April, 1959). 

Law is not always mandatory upon a public re- 
development Agency to sell the land that it has “ac- 
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quired.” In California, the Agency may choose any, 
or a combination of three courses: it may lease the 
land, may retain it for public use, or may sell it. All 
three courses push additional assessment and financial 
burden on taxpayers. 

Bunker Hill property owners were denied the right 
of bargaining in a free competitive market. CRA has 
priced both the buying and selling markets. In the 
Los Angeles situation, an association of civic leaders 
who hold a parcel of land included in the Bunker Hill 
Plan stand an excellent chance of selling it to the CRA 
at one price, then buying it back from the same Agency 
for a lower price. 

Urban renewal redevelopment schemes cannot es- 
cape the law of economics. The movement will pro- 
duce two economic outcomes: the short-trend and the 
long-trend. 

The short-trend attracts the greedy who covet quick 
profit regardless of who gets cheated through the 
knock-down, build-up “busy work,” reminiscent of the 
make-work jobs of the National Recovery era. The 
short-trend outlook provides the disgraceful spectacle 
of one segment of the American public being forcibly 
divested of property which is turned over to another 
segment by the political novelty called the Agency 
“authority,” which might easily become a dishonest 
referee siding with a privileged few. 

Thoe long trend of urban renewal redevelopment can 
result in land-usage controls that saddle the land for 
centuries to come with restrictions imposed by tran- 
sient bureaucrats holding power. 

Directives published by Public Administration Serv- 
ice, 1313 East 60th Street, Chicago, of the “1313” net- 
work, outlines the procedure. Here is one that relates 
to long-term leases: “Leases would be to privately fi- 
nanced redevelopment corporations, or to private hous- 
ing groups whose projects fit into the general plan of 
rehabilitating certain areas of the city. Such leases 
serve a double purpose. Lands suitable for private 
uses would be returned to private hands, but the city 
would retain the necessary land-use control over 
such sites. This would be more effective in the long 
run than zoning ordinances or even restrictions which 
run with the land. When replanning would again be 
necessary, 40 or 50 years hence, the city would not 
have to go through a costly and tedious process of 
again acquiring title.” 

Important to note is the time span of 40 or 50 years 
when replanning would again be necessary, especially 
when coupled with the idea of “disposable cities” as 
introduced at the international urban renewal meet 
at The Hague in 1958. 

The “1513” source goes on to state, this time in re- 
lation to land that is sold: “The municipality might 
exercise control over future uses by establishing re- 
strictions which run with the land. This important 
angle has been stressed by National Resources Plan- 
ning Board Land, in other words, can be passed 
through a period of public ownership during which 
the public agency can replat the land, clear the title, 
and adjust the land-use pattern. But the city can go 
one step further. It can limit the future use of the 
land sold back into private ownership. Deed restric- 
tions and other covenants will accomplish much more 
than zoning, building laws, or any other exercise of 
the police power. Only temporary (italics in original 
“1313” text) public ownership is necessary to effect 
long-term land-use plans.” 

The commissar-like mutter runs through the laws 
of several states already, including Illinois, Michigan, 
and Minnesota, but California has produced the most 
virulent scheme to date. In Los Angeles, urban re- 


New Public County Buildings Rise on Partially Cleared 

Former Homesites that Have Been Removed from Private 

Ownership. Land is Presently Owned by Los Angeles Coun- 

ty; May Be Transferred to the Community Redevelopment 
Agency of the City of Los Angeles 


newal redevelopment contracts now being signed bind 
the purchasers and lessees with restrictions which, if 
violated, cause the property to revert to the totali- 
tarian entity of the Agency. 

Significant is the fact that Luther Gulick, present- 
day Metro government promoter, has been associated 
with the National Resources Planning Board that has 
stressed land-usage control. Urban renewal is part 
and parcel of Metro policy. 

An Agency must declare “blight” present in a neigh- 
borhood in order to mark it for redevelopment. This 
is done by ordinance, and tightening is in evidence in 
the legal mill which grinds out urban renewal law. 
Early in 1959, a redevelopment ordinance was written 
which provided an Agency with powers that override 
city zoning ordinances, And: Sections automatically 
stop issuance of building permits and repair orders to 
homes lying within proposed redevelopment areas. 

A recent ordinance has listed as evidence of “blight,” 
conditions such as non-contoured lots, inadequate rec- 
reation facilities, lots of inadequate size and shape, a 
stagnant and unproductive condition of potentially 
useful land, and a reduced capacity to pay taxes. Also 
purchasers and owner participants are obligated by 
means of “covenants running with the land for a pe- 
riod of 25 years, except for the covenant respecting 
restrictions upon the basis of race, religion, color and 
national origin which covenant shall run in perpe- 
tuity.” 

Underlying URA redevelopment is the Federal prin- 
ciple that condemns private property on claims of 
public “need.” Actually, the result is a disgraceful 
land grab by selfish interests causing property owners 
to lose their land while profiteers walk off with the 
spoils and bureaucrats slap on land-usage controls 
that run in perpetuity. 

A canvas banner erected over Bunker Hill during 
the night notified the householders that their property 
had been designated as a redevelopment neighborhood. 
Los Angeles CRA has mapped 110 additional projects 
to follow Bunker Hill. 

Consider the staggering burden of taxes necessary 
to support this grandiose scheme, multiply the Cali- 
fornia situation by the hundreds of plans waiting 
throughout the United States. Projected result is 
utter bankruptcy for the economy of the United States 

(See Barrie — page 32) 
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BARRY GOLDWATER -- 
GIANT KILLER OUT OF THE WEST 


By EHLA JO 
GILBERT 


THE 1958 election campaign, would-be-“king- 

maker” Walter Reuther set out to “liquidate” every 
free-thinking, independent-voting American statesman 
who refused to become a rubber stamp for monopolis- 
tic unionism. With a multi-million dollar propaganda 
slush fund, “painlessly” or otherwise wrung from thou- 
sands of union members by processes facetiously re- 
ferred to as “voluntary” by “collectors” for left-wing 
causes, the Reutherites carried out their shameful 
“smear” campaign against some of the ablest and 
most respected members of the United States Senate. 

Ike’s own floor leader, William F. Knowland of 
California, and Ohio’s one-time great vote-getter, the 
venerable John W. Bricker, were notable casualties 
among the victims of the left-wing unionist onslaught. 
Political observers, who formerly would have rated 
Knowland and Bricker as well-nigh “unbeatable,” 
failed to take into account the sickening effectiveness 
of the kind of character-assassinating, stab-in-the- 
back, stab-in-the-heart techniques of smear-and-slander 
propaganda employed by the left-wing crusaders. Al- 
though he had been a pioneer champion of civil rights 
legislation, Knowland was made the target of a cun- 
ning whispering campaign carried on among “minor- 
ity groups.” The result was that areas in Los Angeles 
populated by “minority elements” turned in voting 
totals from 10 to 1 to 50 to 1 against the Senator. 

Running for reelection from the politically insig- 
nificant state of Arizona, Senator Barry Goldwater 
was not a major target of the Reutherites — at first. 
But because he deliberately stuck out his neck and 
defied the union politicians to shoot it out, he made 
himself the object of their most intense and poisonous 
propaganda fire. 

To the amazement of almost all America, Barry 
Goldwater survived the attempted purge. In fact, he 
was swept back to office with flying colors. Arizona 
is normally a Democrat state, with a 3 to 1 Democrat 
registration. The Reutherites induced the state’s most 
popular Democrat statesman, the then Governor Mac- 
Farland, to run against Goldwater, Since Arizona 
has a small population, with only a couple of hundred 
thousand voters, the unionist political machine could 
apply a “saturation” treatment not financially feasible 
in Ohio or California. That is, in Arizona they could 
spend much more “per capita” on propaganda, subject- 
ing each voter to expensive individualized treatment in 
a way that could not be done in a large state. 

This writer is a native Californian, having attended 
school in Arizona. Friends in the East and mid-West 
continue to ask about the “Goldwater miracle” in the 
state next-door. How do we explain it? 

Well, in the first place, Barry Goldwater is 100% 
Constitutional American Conservative. He is not a 
“liberal” conservative or a “modernist” Republican. 
In Congress and outside, he has stood firm for Consti- 
tutional principles. He opposed waste, left-wingism of 
the Sherman Adams type, spend-thriftism, foreign 
give-aways in the Eisenhower Administration, just as 
vigorously as he had in the Truman regime. The peo- 
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The Man who Battled the Labor Bosses, Defied 
All Defeatists and Won a Landslide Victory as a 
Conservative Is Presidential Timber 


ple saw him not as an upholder of Republicanism, but 
as a champion of Constitutional Americanism, who 
would dare to oppose un-Americanism in both parties, 
in labor yaions, or wherever it might rear its ugly 
head. 

Goldwater proved that, while there may not be 
enough conservative Republicans to constitute a ma- 
jority, there are enough conservative Republicans plus 
conservative Democrats to prevail in any election. 
America is fundamentally conservative. The candi- 
date who fairly and strongly appeals to conservatives 


U. S. Senator Barry Goldwater of Arizona 


in both parties is bound to win—in Arizona and 
throughout the other 49 states. 

Barry Goldwater is as colorful as he is courageous. 
Possessed of a brilliant war record, he pilots his own 
plane in campaigning over the state. People still vote 
for the man. And, above all else, they dislike a com- 
promiser. 

Goldwater not only defied Walter Reuther person- 
ally, but he campaigned forcefully for the Right-to- 
Work law. Enacted originally by vote of the people, 
the law has been kept on the Arizona statute books 
despite the effort of union monopolists to bring about 
its repeal through popular referendum. 

The American people hate pussyfooting in the po- 
litical realm. Temporarily at least, the union monop- 
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North. It is pointless and a little pathetic, therefor, 
for Republican leaders to try to sidestep or straddle 
the issue of union monopoly versus individual freedom 
and the right-to-work. 


While Goldwater was soaring to easy victory in 
neighboring Arizona, the Republican Party took the 
worst beating of all time in California, which had 
prior to 1959, only two Democrat state administra- 
tions in over 100 years of almost unbroken Republi- 
canism. California voters turned away from the 
GOP in disgust when the Republican big brass of the 
state and nation abandoned Senator Knowland to 
stand alone for Lincolnian principles of individual 
liberty and the right-to-work. Thomas Kuchel, the 
junior senator who calls himself a “liberal,” joined 
Governor Goody Knight in opposing right-to-work 
legislation. Ike’s union-serving Secretary of Labor 
went out of his way to announce his opposition to 
right-to-work laws. President Eisenhower came out 
to California to “campaign” for Knowland. But when 
asked about the Knowland-backed right-to-work initia 
tive, the one big issue in the election, the President 
said he was not a California voter and therefor must 
remain silent and “neutral.” This, of course, supplied 
the pit for Vice President Nixon to fall into when he 
came out to his native state to cast his vote. While 
admitting that he was voting in California, the Vice 
President refused to say how he was voting on the 
right-to-work matter. On the same ballot there was 
a vicious proposal (exposed in NATIONAL Repustic) to 
tax religious schools. Nixon loudly announced he was 
voting against this measure, while steadfastly refus- 
ing to say how he was marking the part of the ballot 
related to right-to-work. Conservative Californians, 
Republican and Democrat, continue to admire Richard 
Nixon when he shows courage and statesmanship. But 
there is no more tragic blunder than to suppose that 
a national leader can continue to “lead” while stand- 
ing still and silent on the great issue of our genera- 
tion: shall America keep Constitutional liberty or go 
under totalitarian bondage to union bossdom? 


Inevitably the question comes up: why not Barry 
Goldwater on the Republican ticket, for president or 
vice-president in 1960? The Democrat ticket will be 
hand-picked, union labor-dictated. Who better can 
there be to put up than the one man who has proved 
that he knows how to lick the union bosses hands- 
down? 


Despite the awful slaughter of Republicans in his 
home state of California in 1958, Richard Nixon re- 
mains the front-running GOP possibility. But Presi- 
dent Eisenhower himself will be the first to say Re- 
publicans want no hand-picked, dictated candidates. 
The GOP must have an open convention, No matter 
how favorably inclined one might be to Mr. Nixon, 
other possible candidates should be given considera- 
tion. We may be sure that, from somewhere, as al- 
ways, ever-running Harold Stassen will bring forth a 
campaign fund for himself as a “liberal” contender. 
The Rockefeller boom will continue on the sole ground 
that he is more “liberal” than Nixon, But does the 
GOP necessarily want to be as liberal as Nixon, let 
alone more liberal than Nixon? That is the sure for- 
mula for defeat. Willkie and Dewey were “more lib- 
eral” than Taft. That is why the voters wanted neither 
of them. 

Surely some consideration should be given to the 
one champion vote-getter who is an out-and-out con- 
servative in the best tradition of courageous loyalty 


olists have taken over the Democrat Party in the 


Ehla Jo Gilbert 


to the American Constitutional system. 


Abraham Lincoln was our candidate just 100 years 
ago. His platform was liberty. He refused to com- 
promise with slavery. Today the name of Barry 
Goldwater is synonymous with liberty. Man is not 
free if he must join a labor union, and pay dues to it, 
against his will, against his convictions. Compulsory 
unionism is economic slavery, Barry Goldwater dares 
to say so, while others in his party fear to speak out. 


One final word about Goldwater as a possible presi- 
dential candidate. Yes, he comes from Arizona, a 
small state, population-wise. But Estes Kefauver hails 
from Tennessee, Kefauver failed to get the nomina- 
tion, but no acute observer would argue that the state 
he came from was a decisive factor. 


Arizona is one of the fastest growing states in the 
union. Thousands of new residents have come in dur- 
ing the last couple of decades — from all parts of the 
Union. Arizona has become a sort of melting pot of 
the states. Folks coming to Arizona from all the 
other states are writing home to tell of the fine climate 
— and of the remarkable Senator Goldwater. For this 
reason, and others that could be mentioned, an Ari- 
zona background could be an asset to a presidential 
aspirant, 

Of course, it will be argued that Goldwater is “un- 
known.” But that is a matter of opinion. Walter 


Reuther will not forget him for a long, long time! But, 
if he is unknown, it can be readily remedied. Let us 


make him known. Let us make him known and hon- 
ored for who he is—the champion among all Giant 
Killers. Yes, the modern David, who with faith in the 
people’s love of liberty, accepted conflict with the Go- 
liath of Reuther-run union bossdom, and emerged vic- 
tor! The party of Lincoln, the party of the sacred 
sause of liberty, should have a place in its leadership 
for the one man who has shown how to meet and beat 
the menace to freedom which lurks in the cunning 
crusade of the ruthless Reutherites for a totalitarian 
system of monopolistic compulsory unionism. 
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THE CHALLENGE OF AMERICAN HERITAGE 


By JESS RALEY 


"THE prevailing assumption that every citizen of 

these United States is automatically cloaked with 
all the freedom guaranteed by the Constitution is a 
dangerous misconception of fact. 

No rational discussion of freedom is possible with- 
out considerable qualification. Actually man’s con- 
cept of freedom is more difficult to define than his re- 
action to the first cool breeze after a hot summer, 
woodland scents in the early spring, parenthood, suc- 
cess, or love. In hort, the word freedom is a symbol 
denoting an expetience. To understand freedom, one 
must participate in the experience. 

No one can define or visualize moral man’s being 
free in general. Freedom is always specific. Freedom 
to do something, or freedom from something. Even 
specific freedoms are inhibited to an extent demanding 
qualification. The well-known “four freedoms” will 
serve as example. 

Within the scope of recorded history no civilization 
can claim to have embraced freedom of speech and ex- 
pression in proximity to the American. Freedom 
of speech was closely bound in Greece and a man 
could forfeit his life by over-stepping those bounds. 
Freedom of expression was largely confined to the 
arts. Rome recognized a form of those freedoms; but 
here too, the lines were very closely drawn. Com- 
pletely unrestrained speech and expression is repulsive 
to visualize and would be intolerable to live with, but 
those freedoms, as embraced in the United States are 
very deftly inhibited for the morally conscious person 
versed in simple ethics. Only those who have little or 
no regard for the sensibilities of others will find the 
restrictions oppressive. 

When we speak of Freedom of speech and expres- 
sion we refer to our freedom to criticize anyone or 
anything with the sure knowledge that a false accusa- 
tion may invoke a libel suit. Freedom to express our- 
selves within the scope of ethical sensibilities — Free- 
dom of speech and expression must be inhibited with 
ethics and acceptable morals or defeat the purpose for 
which it is intended—and yet these freedoms must 
not be restricted to exclude any well-defended position, 
no matter how unorthodox they may appear to the 
majority. 

A new zenith in the freedom of worship has been 
attained in the United States. In pagan Greece and 
Rome, a man was legally responsible for his son’s 
knowledge of all the important gods beginning with 
Zeus and his counterpart, Jupiter, in Rome. No 
Christian civilization has approached the United States 
re freedom of worship. Although less inhibited than 
other freedoms, there is considerable pressure involved 
even here: Influence of family and friends, being born 
into a certain church, and lack of knowledge regard- 
ing the fundamentals of different faiths. When we 
speak of freedom of worship, we really mean that no 
one will suffer physical harm because of his choice of 
faith. 

Freedom from want, when applied to civilization as 
a whole, is inconceivable. Man’s ability to understand 
that certain things are needed, and his tendency to 
(sooner or later) reason out a way to supply these 
needs is, in itself, a prime factor of civilization, Com- 


Our Inherited Right of Freedom is the Right to 
Stand on Our Own Feet, to Make Our Own Living 
and To Do Our Own Thinking and Free Enterprise 


munist dictators promise freedom from want; but the 
only possibility of delivering rests in their ability to 
produce a race of men who know nothing, has nothing, 
and wants nothing. The lowest African pigmy is well 
above that state. The nearest we can conceive of free- 
dom from want is an economy wherein anyone may, 
by diligent effort, supply his major needs. No such 
economy can exist unless the participants feel the 
need of a fuller, better life above all else anid are 
willing to work tirelessly to achieve it. 

Men could not survive without fear. It is a primary 
sense and must ever be a part of his make-up. Because 
of fear, laws are passed to protect certain rights. The 
founding fathers feared the power of Federal govern- 
ment; the Bill of Rights, therefore, was instigated. 
The greatest fault reasonable men can find with this 
fear is that it was too superficial. Fear of poverty 
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often induces men to work harder. Fear of punish- 
ment is sometimes the deciding factor in crime pre- 
vention. In an individual, a reasonable amount of 
fear is necessary and desirable; in a nation complete 
lack of fear is fool-hardy. A realistic disarmament 
program might make freedom from fear of invasion by 
a foreign power a possibility; but, with Communism 
poised for world conquest, it would appear the big 
stick is still the most sensible annulment of fear. 

Freedom, then, is much inhibited but very real nev- 
ertheless. All things on earth and in the entire uni- 
verse are subject to an orderly control that cannot be 
broken without disastrous results. 

The people of the United States are in a position to 
exercise freedom to a greater extent than has been 
known anywhere. Even among a people, however, 
who have been exposed to freedom, only a small mi- 
nority has participated in the experience. 

No government or society can guarantee individual 
freedom; qualified and inhibited as we understand it 
to be. Laws may be enacted and maintained ensuring 
each citizen the opportunity to be free, but every in- 
dividual must strive for his own freedom. 
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We speak of universal freedom to vote our convic- 
tions by secret ballot. Any person who votes his own 
convictions has truly experienced freedom; but, how 
many people qualify? 

Everyone who votes with a certain bloc because of 
race or religion or craft is a slave to his respective 
bloc. A farmer or businessman who votes for the can- 
didate with the broadest “give away” plank in his plat- 
form irrespective of other qualifications is bartering his 
opportunity of freedom for a pittance. The laborer 
who votes as his union boss dictates is voting his lead- 
ers convictions rather than his own. Only those people 
who avail themselves of all pertinent information re 
the candidates qualifications and platform, sift the 
facts thoroughly, and vote for the candidate who ap- 
pears best qualified may be assumed to have experi- 
enced full freedom. 

People who devote their lives to obtaining something 
for nothing cannot know freedom. This applies to the 
man who robs with a gun, the sneak thief, and is equal- 
ly true of one who figures the angles to receive every 
available handout. 

All men who fail to think for themselves, want 
something for nothing, or have a tendency to throw 
their weight around arbitrarily, are forever denied 
that wonderful experience of freedom —even though 
they may be a citizen of the freest country on earth. 

What then are the attributes of a free man? First, 
he must develop his personality and blend his motiva- 
tions to a very high degree. An ego thus developed 
will maintain accepted social and Christian ethics, 
not as a burden but as a sacred joyful trust. By way 
of reason, this ego will know that within these ethical 
concepts are embodied the best that God and man have 
visualized. 

A free man must know and a!..de by the “Golden 
Rule” as a reality (not just so many beautiful words), 
accept or reject no proposition on the word of another, 
examine every argument thoroughly (using all per- 
tinent information pro and con), possess an active de- 
sire to stand on his own feet — love freedom and re- 
gard it as a sacred trust, enjoy, enhance, protect, and 
pass it on to posterity greater in quantity and quality. 

There is a growing tendency among today’s intellec- 
tuals to reject any proposition advanced by another 
person. This pitiful attempt to escape conformity is 
founded on fallacy and can be quite dangerous, The 
man who has experienced freedom to an appreciable 
degree will embrace another’s proposition and defend 
it diligently if he finds it merits defense. 

In a favorable climate as afforded by the United 
States, lack of information, ability to reason, and faith 
in God are freedom’s greatest nemesis. Deprived of 
accurate information, no one can hope to cope success- 
fully with the problems of this complex age. Without 
the ability and desire to reason, sift the true facts 
from conflicting opinions and view these facts in their 
proper perspective, there is no freedom. That person 
who fails to make his “calling and election sure” 
through faith in, and a reasonable understanding of 
God’s word cannot be free indeed, 

The burden and privilege of maintaining freedom 
must ever rest with the people. Great thinkers may 
conceive and set forth in beautifully worded docu- 
ments the best concepts of freedom, ingenious patriots 
may lead rebellions, sacrifice fortunes, and sometimes 
die to establish a social order wherein all men may 


share equally the opportunity to be free, but the ex- 
tent to which each individual participates in the ex- 
perience of freedom must yet be a personal matter. 
Classical philosophy is devoted in part to the sepa- 
Re freedom and 


ration of physical and mental states. 
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the whole of human activity, it seems impossible to 
separute matter and mind completely. Surely, the 
freedoms we know and enjoy were conceived by men 
who dared to think. Certainly an individual who re- 
fuse so to think cannot experience freedom, but it is 
most difficult to visualize a prisoner, or citizen of a 
slave state as a free man even though he has the 
courage and ability to think. 

In reality, the opportunity to experience freedom 
that we in the United States hold to be our heritage 
was conceived by great thinkers of all time, enlarged 
and stated in orderly fashion by the founding fathers. 
If we fail. to defend, utilize and broaden these free- 
doms, we are choosing the downward (easy) road 
which has led every great civilization back into slavery. 
Once on the road to slavery, momentum increases rap- 
idly; the farther it goes, the more difficult it becomes 
to stop. At this moment, there is still time to right 
ourselves and turn to the uphill route that leads to 
pinnacles of civilization as yet unscaled. The choice 
and challenge are ours—no people should desire a 
greater heritage. 


= 


“There is a widespread ignorance and con- 
fusion throughout the United States concerning | 
the nature of Communism and the objectives 
and purposes of those people in this country and | 
elsewhere who embrace and follow Communist | 
teachings” — warns the American Bar Associa- 
tion in a recent brief on Communism. 
This ignorance and confusion plays into the 
hands of those who dodge in and out of Com- 
munist activities, enabling them to maintain 
their standing and influence in non-Communist 
circles. 
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MY COUNTRY, 


‘TIS OF THEE! 


We Should Not Content Ourselves with Boasting of Our Country's 
Greatness — We Should Devote Ourselves to Keeping America Great 


By MILLIE TOLLE 


T IS said Stephen Decatur once proposed this toast : 

“My Country! May she always be right .. . but 
whether right or wrong, My Country!” 

I can almost share this extreme enthusiasm for, 
while those in authority sometimes guide the path of 
government in devious ways, we do have some re- 
course to remedies, and there are great grounds for 
pride. 

So I give you: 

My Country! 
templed hills,” 
inspiration! 
villages! 
habitants! 

Her sacred traditions of faith and honor, devotion 
and sacrifice! Her glorious history of aspirations, 
heroism and accomplishments! 

Her idealism, foundation of her institutions, prog- 
ress and way of life, by which her average citizen at- 
tains a state undreamed by kings in the not distant 
past! 

Her laws! Mostly just and equitable, but subject to 
my very approval and revision! 

Her Constitution! Guarantee of individual free- 
dom — freedom of choice, by which I may rise above 
hirth, custom, caste or rank or occupation to what I 
desire to be; to live how and where I please; to pro- 
duce with hand or brain on my own initiative, unre- 
stricted but by limitations in my ambitions and capa- 
bilities; yet assured of a helping hand stretched to 
my assistance if I fail; freedom to read, to listen, un- 
censored; freedom to worship in the congregation, in 
my small closet, or not at all, as my conscience dic- 
tates; freedom of assembly and speech, even in denun- 
ciation of “the authorities,” not fearing lest some 
jealous spy, petty minion of a dictator, listens to re- 
port unorthodox utterances; freedom of person and 
possessions from unreasonable search and seizure; 
tight to life and possessions unless deprived by due 
process of law; right to prove my innocence or guilt 
before a jury of my peers sworn to justice, whose pre- 
siding judge, likewise sworn, in many cases I helped 
to eleci, and whom I may denounce and replace if 
supported by my neighbors! 

Her right of individual suffrage, by which I empower 
thought and wish through my ballot cast as I choose, 
secretly, without compulsion or intimidation, with con- 
fidence that the majority’s will shall prevail! 

These are part of my priceless heritage, and all 
these combine to make my country, though far from 
perfect, still the greatest, freest, and best nation on 
earth. 

And these, my privileges, are equally yours, each 
of you multiples of me, citizens by birth or adoption. 
Privileges? Rights! Guaranteed by our Constitution, 
dearly bought, for which many of our ancestors gave 
their fortunes and their lives! 

Considering these facts with all their implications, 
it is quite apparent to the intelligence that I am the 
government, “I,” mutually with all you other millions 


“Her rocks and rills, Her woods and 
unbelievable in variety, grandeur and 
Her industries! Her countrysides! Her 


Her cities! All the multitudes of her in- 


of “I’s” composing our citizenship. Then this is not 
so fantastic a thought, that I am the ruler of my coun- 
try — its queen, if you will — heir and joint-heir with 
you to all the liberties and opportunities bequeathed 
us by our forefathers. 

But we know from observation and experience that 
the always-receiving vessel becomes choked with sedi- 
ment; the sea with no outlet becomes the Dead Sea. 
Furthermore, we are warned by high authority that 
“to whom much is given, from him will much be re- 
quired.” Then how vitally necessary that I give some 
adequate return to the society that has endowed me 
so richly. And, since my heirs will inherit my estate 
exactly as I convey it, its condition and fate deter- 
mined by the character of my administration, how 
essential that I become worthily capable of such sov- 
ereignty. 

As far as possible, manifestly, | must first acquire 
a healthy body, a trained, well-balanced mind, a high 
character aware of the nature and aspects of its tasks 
and resolved upon its honest, efficient performance. 
For this purpose, I must take advantage of all avail- 
able learning facilities, enjoy, improve and preserve 
them for my fellows, also. 

At once i shall realize, but never in a selfish manner, 
that my home is the most important point in the ani- 
verse to me, as well as the nucleus around which gather 
all thy homes of you, my co-rulers; so I must strive 
to make it a fit dwelling — not pretentious, but beau- 
tifully adapted to the comfort and pleasure of its 
tenants. 

Very soon, I shall discover that anything of insani- 
tation, ignorance, viciousness, injustice, or inequality 
of opportunity in any home in this community has its 
evil effects upon mine, lowering standards, fostering 
dissatisfaction and resentment, furnishing a basis for 
weakening the whole organization. So I must fight 
as zealously whatever offers degradation of body, mind 
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or soul to the home of my humblest, weakest neighbor 
as to mine. 

This requires that I be informed about my commu- 
nity —its resources, accomplishments and needs, | 
must learn how other communities solve their difficul- 
ties, discuss these things with my neighbors, open- 
mindedly, wisely tolerant one with another, co-operate 
in supporting our institutions, in making necessary 
and just laws, in electing honest, trustworthy people 
to execute them, and in accepting responsibility and 
leadership when required. 

I must be law-abiding, asking no privilege or exemp- 
tion justly denied others; I must fully appreciate and 
enjoy all legitimate privileges, teaching their worth 
and care to those under my influence, especially those 
of coming generations; I must engage in some useful 
employment, preferably in line with my most pleasur- 
abie interests, by which to earn my livelihood and es- 
cape becoming a drain on others, to aid the needy, and, 
most important, to find that outlet necessary for the 
highest satisfaction to the human individual, that 
“pursuit of happiness,” guaranteed by our Constitu- 
tion. And I must always be alert to see and prompt 
to use my influence and ballot against any infringe- 
ment of right, any encroachment of special privilege, 
any tendency toward autocracy. 

Realizing the proneness of human creatures to lower 
their standards, I see always the necessity for allying 
myself with those dedicated to the building of noble 
character and the pursuit of high purpose, that I may 
join them in furthering such purposes and in seeking 
guidance from a higher Power in performance of duty. 

But communities live to themselves alone no more 
than do individuals. From the beginning I must ever 
be conscious of influence and counter-influence of com- 
munity upon community from boundary to boundary 
of our great country. Having this consciousness be- 
sides deep gratitude for my rich heritage, I am forced 
to assume the same relative obligations toward my 
country at large as toward my home area, But | 
must go further. My small community could be oblit- 
erated and the Government at Washington still func 
tion normally; but should the National Government 
fall, then we are lost, indeed. 

This demands that I increase my knowledge, learn- 
ing at first-hand as much as may be, supplementing 
personal contacts by tapping available sources of in- 
formation concerning the nation’s geography, history, 
institutions, people and needs. 

But information is often difficult to obtain 
at a distance, since personal interests can easily make 
a lie seem truth. Then I must cultivate the power to 
think, to fundamentals; for it is so obvious 
that truth and honor are the very bulwarks of our 
enterprise, that it is only as they are denied or for- 
gotten that it can fail, or any “fifth column” rise, that 
I am heavy with the necessity for wisdom and resolu- 
tion to strip every embellishment of sophistry and 
falsehood from all propaganda to reveal its naked 
light. 

Still, knowledge of my own land is incomplete with 
out information concerning others, acknowledging 
their contributions to mine, considering whether some 
of their achievements might not profitably be adapted 
to our free intitutions, and, by contact with their 
people, improving my own personality and in some 
measure perhaps, helping to establish friendly inter- 
national relations. 

Finally, who is of so little discernment as not to see 
that the obligation is no less to us to appreciate, guard 
and transmit these precious possessions unlessened to 
our posterity than to those founders of our Govern- 
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ment, who solemnly and mutually pledged to each 
other “our fortunes, our lives, and our sacred honor.” 

Therefore I am constrained to heed the injunction 
(here paraphrased) given for the preservation of an 
earlier nation: I must literally teach these things dili- 
gently to my children and to my neighbor’s children, 
and talk of them when I sit in my house and when I 
walk by the way and when I lie down and when I rise 
up. I must figuratively bind them upon my hand, and 
as frontlets between my eyes and write them upon 
the posts of my house and upon my gates. 

Then, if I, and you, my joint-rulers, fully meet our 
obligations, God cannot fail to hear and answer when 
we pray, “God bless America,” and we shal! keep her 
a free and blessed land —a country needing no apolo- 
gies, worthy and able to assume and hold any p'ace 
accorded her in that larger community, the World. 


MOSCOW OVER HOLLYWOOD 


A documented study of Communist 
propaganda in the movies 


By Dr. Dan W. Gilbert 


This book contains material of great histor- 
ical significance, showing how Red conspirators 
and propagandists bored their way into some 
sections of the motion picture industry. 

The author names pictures and movie stars 
and proves every charge that is made with abun- 
dant evidence. 

Educators now tell us that movies and TV 
exert as powerful an influence on the young 
mind as the public school itself. 

In this book, the tie-up is laid bare between 
Communist elements in the movies and their 
counterpart in colleges and universities. 


MOSCOW OVER HOLLYWOOD 


$1 per copy 
order from: 


NATIONAL ReEePuBLIC 
511 Eleventh St., N. W. 
Washington 4, D. C. 
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ENEMY — (Continued from page 10) 


right of the House Committee on Un-American Activ- 
ities to probe Red infiltration of the field of education. 
Both cases involved contempt convictions. Both cases 
answered several questions left hanging in the air by 
previous high court decisions in the same field. Both 
decisions were split 5 to 4. 

One case involved the conviction of Dr. Willard 
Uphaus, of New Haven, Conn., who has been convicted 
of contempt in refusing to give the New Hampshire 
Attorney General information about the New Hamp- 
shire World Fellowship Center. The other concerned 
Lloyd Barenblatt, former instructor at Vassar, who 
refused to answer questions of the House Committee on 
Un-American Activities about Communist associations. 

The Uphaus case gave the court an opportunity to 
enlarge upon its rulings in the case of Communist 
Steve Nelson whose conviction for sedition under a 
Pennsylvania state law was toppled by the court. The 
Barenblatt cast gave the court an opportunity to re- 
move the barriers set up as the result of the interpre- 
tation of its decision in the case of John T. Watkins 
when it held that a Congressional committee could not 
compel answers from a witness unless it made clear 
to him the subject of the inquiry and the pertinence 
of the line of questioning. 

Left-wing and liberal educators who have been 
sneering at Communist investigations by legislative 
committees since the Watkins case decision received 
a jolt in the Barenblatt ruling when Justice Harlan, 
w.9 wrote the majority decision, said “Congress is not 
preciuded from interrogating a witness merely because 
he is a teacher.” 

The decision continued, “An educational institution 
is not a Constitutional sanctuary from inquiry into 
matters that may otherwise be within the Constitution- 
al legislative domain merely for the reason that inquiry 
is made of someone within its walls.” 

In this situation, Justice Harlan gaid, the vaiid leg- 
islative purpose was the Government’s “right of self 
preservation” against Communist attacks. He held 
that Congress has the right to inquire step by step 


While Russian Propagandists Play Down American Better 
Living Conditions, Above Photo Shows Iron Curtain Women 
Shabbily Dressed, Taking a Look at One of the Red-Owned 
Store Windows, With Displays of Materials Available Only 
to the High and Mighty Dictators of Red Countries 


Using Event of World Trade Meeting in Minneapolis, Rus- 

sian Ambassador Menshikov Tells Audience USSR “Will 

Outstrip USA” in Production; Plays Down American Ex- 

hibits Now in Russia as “Dishonest” (Referring to Exhibit 
of Modern Housing in U.S.A.) 


about matters leading up to attempts to overthrow 
the Government. Such investigation is not bound by 
the strict requirements of evidence needed for a crim- 
inal prosecution, he said. 

Barenblatt had been called before the House com- 
mittee in 1954 and refused to answer questions on 
the ground the committee had no constitutional power 
to make him give information about associations, 
whether or not with alleged Communist persons or 
groups. He was convicted and sentenced to six 
months in jail and fined $250. The Court of Appeals 
upheld the conviction, but the Supreme Court sent 
the case back to the lower court for reconsideration 
in the light of the Watkins case decision. The Court 
of Appeals again upheld the conviction, but has with- 
held decision on a number of other contempt cases 
pending the outcome of the Barenblatt case. 

Reviewing the procedures of the House Committee, 
Justice Harlan separated it from the Watkins case 
pointing out that Barenblatt knew the subject of the 
inquiry and held that the committee questions were 
pertinent. Barenblatt plead that the House had not 
authorized its Committee on Un-American Activities 
to look into educational matters. ’ 

Joining Justice Harlan were Justices Frankfurter, 
Clark, Stewart and Whitaker. The minority opinion 
was given by Justice Black who was joined by Chief 
Justice Warren, and Justices Douglas and Brennan. 
The minority argued that “exposure and punishment” 
is the aim of the House committee and that the First 
Amendment guarantees free speech and association. 

In an important “states’ rights” ruling, the court, 
which divided exactly as it did in the Barenblatt de- 
cision, upheld the contempt conviction of Dr. Uphaus. 
Justice Clark delivered the majority decision and the 
minority views were presented by Justice Brennan. 

Dr. Uphaus is executive director of the New Hamp- 
shire World Fellowship Center, which describes itself 
as a pacifist organization and which operates a sum- 
mer camp at Albany, N. H. Uphaus has denied mem- 
bership in the Communist Party and also denied ad- 
voeating violence in any of his letters or utterances. 
Formerly a minister in Muncie, Indiana, Uphaus has 
been active in many pro-Red fronts. 

The legislature of New Hampshire had authorized 
the Attorney General to inquire into the number of 
subversives in the state. A number of speakers on the 
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World Fellowship’s camp program were linked with 
the Communist movement. Uphaus was officially sum- 
moned to produce a list of guests at his summer camp 
as well as letters to guest lecturers and a list of those 
lecturers. This, he refused to do. He was ordered 
sent to jail until the material was produced but he 
was released pending appeal action. He contended 
orders of the Attorney General violated rights pro- 
tected by Constitutional provision dealing with rights 
of association, speech and belief. In June, 1957, the 
Supreme Court had upset the contempt conviction of 
Paul M. Sweezy, who had also refused to answer 
questions of the New Hampshire attorney general and 
Uphaus based his appeal on this decision. The Su- 
preme Court sent the Uphaus conviction back to the 
New Hampshire Supreme Court for consideration un- 
der the Sweezy decision. That court subsequently 
upheld the Uphaus conviction. 

Justice Clark declared that the New Hampshire 
investigation was undertaken in the interest of self 
preservation. 

“This governmental interest,” Justice Clark said, 
“outweighs individual rights in an associational pri- 
vacy which however real in other circumstances were 
here tenuous at best.” 

In his decision Justice Clark indicated that an in- 
terpretation that the Nelson case nullified state sedi- 
tion laws “sweeps too broad.” He emphasized that the 
decision in the Nelson case held that the Smith Act 
supersedes the enforceability of the Pennsylvania se- 
dition act “which proscribes the same conduct.” He 
said the basis of the Nelson decision “thus rejects the 
notion that it stripped the states of the right to pro- 
tect themselves. All the opinion proscribed was a 
race between the Federal and State prosecutors to 
the courthouse door.” 


New Court Decision Prompts 
Investigation Of Teachers 


Encouraged by the U. 8S. Supreme Court decision in 
the Barenblatt case upholding the right of the House 
Committee on Un-American Activities to probe Com- 
munism in the field of education, Chairman Francis E. 
Walter (D., Pa.) has indicated that his committee 


will now make an all-out inquiry of alleged Commu- 
nists among California teachers. 

A series of hearings had been scheduled in California 
by the committee for the middle of June, but following 


Prime Minister Yew, and Supporters of Singapore, Cele- 
brate Installation of Left-Wing (Communist Infiltrated) 
Government 
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Capt. Aleksander Dmitriev, Naval Attache, Soviet Embassy, 

England, Takes a Cocktail Prior to Being Escorted by Red 

Secret Agent to Airport for Moscow. Wife and Child Given 
Haven by British Government 


the Supreme Court decision these hearings were called 
off and Chairman Walter announced that Communist 
activities on the West Coast “are so extensive and 
malignant” that further preliminary investigative 
work is necessary. He indicated that hearings in Cal- 
ifornia would probably not be held until sometime in 
the fall. Approximately 100 witnesses have been 
scheduled to testify. 

It had already been indicated that the American 
Civil Liberties Union would attempt to block hearings 
by the House Committee on Un-American Activities in 
San Francisco. Among those who had been called to 
appear at the mid-lune hearings were Clinton Jencks, 
a labor leader whose Supreme Court case was one of 
those toppling the Government’s drive against Com- 
munists. The U. 8S. Supreme Court in this case ruled 
that the F.B.1. must open its files to defense examina- 
tion. Jencks, an official of the union of Mine, Mill and 
Smelter Workers in New Mexico was sentenced to 
prison for perjury in falsely signing a Taft-Hartley 
Act non-Communist affidavit. The Supreme Court 
granted him a new trial because his counsel had not 
been permitted to look into secret F.B.I. files in the 
case. Jencks recently was given a fellowship by one 
of the branches of the tax exempt Ford Foundation. 


Darwinite Dropped In 
Scholarship Choice 


This country’s Fulbright scholarship program ap- 
pears to be tottering as the result of a dispute over 
the selection of this year’s recipient and the injection 
of loyalty policy into the argument. 

A screening committee has threatened to resign be- 
cause the President’s Board of Foreign Scholarships 
has rejected the committee’s recommendation and se- 
lected another candidate. 

The committee recommended Bert Jaes Loewenberg, 
professor of history at Sarah Lawrence College, as re- 
cipient of the Fulbright grant to teach in England. 
Loewenberg is an internationally known “Darwin 
scholar” whose specialty is the influence of Darwin- 
ism in American history. The Board of Foreign Schol- 
arships named Wendell H. Stephenson, professor of 
history at the University of Oregon, for the grant. 
The Mississippi Vailey Historical Association, made 
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up of teachers and scholars of American history, de- 
clared after the announcement of the appointment that 
it had learned that Loewenberg was rejected “solely on 
grounds that his loyalty to the United States is sus- 
pect.” 

A series of charges and denials have followed. 


Top Communist Would Leave U.S.A. 


William Z, Foster, long-time boss of the Communist 
Party of the U.S.A., whose alleged illness has saved 
him from facing a Federal jury on charges of con- 
spiring to advocate the overthrow of the Government, 
now thinks he would be healthier in Russia than in 
the U.S.A., and is seeking permission to go there. 

Foster, who ascended to the Red Party throne after 
Earl Browder was deposed, was indicted in 1948 along 
with ten other top ranking Reds, but he has never 
been brought to trial because of “illness.” 

Mrs. Mary ,.Kaufman, his attorney, has filed a peti- 
tion in Federal district court in New York asking 
that the indictment be dismissed or that he be granted 
special permission to leave the court’s jurisdiction to 
go to Russia for “medical” care. Foster cannot legally 
leave the United States as long as the indictment 
stands, unless special permission is given by the court. 

Foster, 78, has indicated he could get better and 
cheaper treatment in Russia than in the United States. 
His attorney claims his condition has gradually 
worsened due to “emotional strain.” Foster, Ameri- 
can born, has been a militant Communist for some 
thirty-eight years and an advocate of a “Soviet Amer- 
ica” as a western arm of the Kremlin government. In 
him, Khrushchev would have expert advice on how to 
manipulate the situation in the United States, if 
there should be an early war between the Reds and 
the West. 


Advocates Of Americanism 
In Schools Elected Over Leftists 


Liberal candidates for the Los Angeles Board of 
Education were defeated in a recent municipal elec- 
tion. However, the result still leaves the Board divided 
with a faction on one hand accused of left-wing influ- 
ences in education and a group on the other side which 
contends it simply wants an adequate up-to-date edu- 
cational system. 

The voters elected Arthur Gardner, an airline pilot, 
Charles R. Smoot, a building contractor, and J. C. 
Chambers, a management consultant, to the Board. 
The defeated slate was made up of Kobert F. Craig, a 
professor at the University of Southern California, 
Tom Carvey, an aeronautical engineer, and Mrs, Lucy 
Baca, one of the leaders in the local PTA movement. 
The defeated candidates had been backed by a non- 
partisan citizens committee and had been criticized 
as advocating undue expenditures and having undue 
ideological leanings. The newly elected Board mem- 
bers campaigned with the slogan, “Put Americanism 
and the Three R’s Back in School,” and they were not 
sparing in their criticism of “progressive education.” 


Limitation In Use Of 
Schools Under Attack 


The American Civil Liberties Union has launched out 
in an attack on a provision of the California law re- 
quiring organizations using public school auditoriums 
for public meetings to disavow connections with the 
Communist Party. This is one of the numerous Cali- 
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LISTENING IN ON 
RED PARTY LINE 


While the Free World is strengthening its de- 
fenses in view of the constant threats made by 
Khrushchev, he has been presented with the 
Lenin PEACE Prize. His acceptance speech was 
in great variance to his actions — but let’s listen 
in on The Red Party Line — 


* * * * 


On May 16th, over Radioteletype from Moscow, Ni- 
kita Khrushchev was quoted as saying, in his acceptance 
speech of the Lenin PEACE Prize, as follows: 


“The prize with which I have been honored is named 
after the greatest fighter for peace and for happiness of 
mankind, Vladimir Ilyich Lenin. To the cause of peace 
among peoples, Lenin gave all the force of his genius, 
the energy of a passionate tribune, and the wisest of 
statesmen.” 


The blood bath with which Lenin took over and 
retained his power in Russia has gone down in his- 
tory as “murder and massacre,” not “peace and hap- 
piness.” 


“Tt is only in our times, when the working class has 
won in the Soviet Union and in other socialist countries, 


and the people have gained a chance to build life on so-. 


cialist principles, that a realistic prospect has opened to 
save mankind from war .. . Our country acts as the 
banner bearer of the most humane ideas of modern times.” 


Khrushchev conducted the blood purges in the 
Ukraine and wiped out opposition by death. 


“In socialist society everything is subordinated to the 
care for man, to the welfare of the people, to the all-sided 
development of human personality.” 


Is that why whole communities have been moved, 
slave labor camps established, travel forbidden, the 
press muzzled and churches closed? 


“I believe that leaders of the peace movement, our 
foreign guests who are present here, have become con- 
vinced that our people are occupied in peaceful, construc- 
tive work, that Soviet people building a communist so- 
ciety are the most active fighters for the cause of insur- 
ing peace.” 

Are all these visitors able to go anywhere they wish, 
ask any questions they wish — from people unafraid 
to answer? 


“Today a war may break out as a result of an evil 
impulse of a handful of people or even after an attack of 
madness in one of those, who day and night fly U. S. 
planes carrying atomic bombs.” 

In short, if anything happens, the United States is to 
blame. But who shot down our unarmed planes? 
Who lured them off the path? Who seized Tibet, 
who shot down Hungarians? Not U. S. planes. 


“Let us recall how the second world war started. As 
we know, it began with the Hitlerite onslaught. 
And the Soviet was right there in partnership with 
Hitler in the bloodfest, engulfing the Baltic States 
and as much of Poland as Hitler would permit! 


“The governments of certain Western countries want 
to persuade us to introduce the widest control on our 
territory at a time when a network of their military 
bases has been set up around the Soviet Union . . . It is 
clear to anybody that under these conditions control would 
no longer be control, but pure military intelligence which 
can be used for an attack upon us.” 

Is that how the Soviet plans to use their proposed 
centrol teams? 
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fornia loyalty oath provisions that has not been pre- 
viously invalidated or brought under legal challenge. 

Charging that the law violates constitutional guar- 
antees of freedom of speech and assembly and en- 
croaches on a field in which the Federal Government 
had preempted legislative power, namely subversive, 
the Civil Liberties Union filed a suit in the Los Angeles 
Superior Court as a test case. 

The ACLU has filed action with the Los Angeles 
Board of Education for the use of a high school audi- 
torium next December, but its application was rejected 
after the organization had refused to declare itself 
non-Communist. The ACLU has in the past denied 
such affiliation but said it refused to make this decla- 
ration as a matter of principle. A. L. Wirin, regional 
counsel for the ACLU, prepared the suit. He has been 
active in previous anti-loyalty oath litigation. Wirin 
is also waging an assault on California’s Levering Act 
of 1951 which requires all state employees to disavow 
affiliation with any subversive organization. On one 
occasion Wirin applied for a notary’s commission but 
refused to subscribe to the oath required for that 
commission. The commission was denied and he has a 
suit pending in which he seeks to force the Secretary 
of State to issue it. 


Olympic Under Fire By 
U.S.A. Officials 


While North Korean or Chinese Reds play games 
shooting a U. 8S. military plane out of the air over 
international waters, and while the two countries pre- 
pare to attack South Korea, the International Olympic 
Committee plays favorites with Chinese Reds by un- 
seating the non-Communist Nationals as representative 
of China in the forthcoming winter Olympics to be held 
in this country and giving the nod to Chinese Reds. 

In the midst of a raging storm over the decision and 
with Congress threatening to eliminate a $400,000 ap- 
propriation for support of the winter Olympics, Avery 
Brundage, American president of the International 
Olympics committee, made it clear the committee was 
going to stand by its guns in expelling Nationalist 
China from the Winter games. 

Even the U. 8. State Department has gotten into ac- 
tion, accusing the International Olympic committee 
of “a clear act of political discrimination” in favor- 
ing Red China over Nationalist China. 


Tibetan Refugees Hold Prayer Meetng in India in Plea for 
a Free Tibet, Now Under the Rule or Red China 


Rebirth o 
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Condemned and Defeated for Secretary of Commerce, Adm. 

Lewis L. Strauss (Second from Right) is Awarded American 

Good Government Society Annual Award. Also Awarded 

is Senator John McClellan (Second from Left). Congress- 

man Halleck, Sen. Byrd, and Sen. Barry Goldwater 
Participate in Award Ceremony 


Meeting in Munich late in May the Olympic Com- 
mittee voted to recognize the Red Chinese Olympic 
Committee as representing continental China, Ac- 
cording to Brundage, the Chinese Nationalists can 
apply for admission only in behalf of Formosa, He 
denied there had been pressure from Communist 
sources, causing the committee decision. Brundage 
accused the United States of mixing politics with 
sports. 


Lawyers Guild Leader Objects 
To Questioning 


A former secretary of the National Lawyers Guild 
is peeved at the House Committee on Un-American Ac- 
tivities for questioning him about Communist Party 
matters. Martin Popper of New York accused the 
Comittee of extending its authority in questioning him. 
He was called before the Committee after an earlier 
witness had named him as a one-time member of a 
Communist Party lawyers’ group. Appearing before 
the Committee, he declined to answer any questions 
relating to Communism, 

In 1949 Popper was an attorney in the trial involv- 
ing eleven top echelon Communist Party leaders. Be- 
tween 1940 and 1947 he was secretary of the National 
Lawyers Guild. 


Teacher Responsibilities An 
Issue In New York City 


The question of firing teachers “employed by the 
New York City school system who refuse to inform 
on their fellow teachers, still hangs in the air in spite 
of a decision of the New York Court of Appeals. That 
court upheld the right of the State Commissioner of 
Education to forbid the dismissal of the school teach- 
ers, but in its decision it did not say that the Com- 
missioner had been right as a matter of principle in 
refusing to permit the dismissal of teachers who de- 
clined to inform. The court said it had no right to 
overrule such a decision by the Commissioner unless 
it was “purely arbitrary,” and six of the seven judges 
agreed that the decision was not arbitrary. The cases 
before the court involved a public school principal, 

(See Enemy — page 28) 
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THE COMMUNIST MENACE ABROAD 


By PAUL R. BISH 


\ JE ARE being out-propagandized in the non-Commu- 

nist countries by the master-minds of Communism, 
although all the advantages are ours. In the Kremlin 
propaganda waged against the free world (non-Communist 
countries), the United States is being made the ‘whipping 
boy, the “big fat bully’’ out to conquer the world, Commu- 
nist and non-Communist countries, and subject them to 
“capitalistic imperialism.”’ 


In Communist propaganda America’s all-out economic 
aid is “Wall Street bait’ to capture world markets and 
“enrich the big bankers and mighty industrialists’’ of the 
U. S. The Communists claim that our military aid is for 
the purpose of using other countries as shooting galleries 
from which we can in turret fashion destroy allied friends 
and Communist foes alike; designed to make our friends 
the initial targets of the Reds in the event of war. 


According to the Communist propagandists, all progress 
behind the Iron and Bamboo Curtains is “‘great progress”’; 
all economy outclasses capitalist economy. Russia builds 
a new public swimming pool, so that is news of Russia’s 
“great progress” in American, European, Asiatic and Latin- 
American newspapers. The building of a swimming pool 
in the U. S. is not news. There are a million or more 
public and private pools in our country, and the first was 
built many years ago. 


Russia builds an auto and immediately it is big news in 
the press, although it is only in the model stage. Russia 
builds a “T.V.”” station, that’s news, though the com- 
parable lack of T.V. receiver sets in Russia was omitted. 
Russia sets up an apartment house project and that is an 
indication of “great progress.”” There are hundreds of 
thousands in the U. S. and have been for some years. 


Russian Communist propagandists play up in the non- 
Communist countries that a scientist (atheist) claimed 
there is no God or Heaven because the Russian sputniks 
did not bump into God, did not topple sacred crowns in the 
sky and did not run into any winged Angels, received 
prominent space in U. S. papers while our own atomic sci- 
entist’s statement claiming missile rockets prove the great 
expanse of God’s universe, received four lines in the U.S.A. 
press. 


Communist propaganda infers that we Americans are 
thieves, warmongers forever rattling swords and are mer- 
cenary, while Russia and the other Red lands are “hu- 
manitarian”’ and “peace-loving.” 


LL this constitutes the “big lie’’ tactics first invented 

in our day by Lenin and his conspirators who won 
their following for the bloody revolutionary overthrow of 
Russia, the “Fatherland” of the world Communist con- 
spiracy, by promising the proletariat “land, bread, peace 
and freedom,’ only to take unto the Red dictatorship the 
confiscated lands and wealth of the people, as well as the 
means of acquiring such in the future. They afterwards 
called this “ownership in common,” or “public ownership” 
under a ‘‘people’s”’ government. 


Communist propaganda flays free governments as “im- 
perialistic’’ and “capitalist ruled”; as “‘enslaving the com- 
mon man.”’ It baits the same people with the inference of 
more opportunity for advancement and freedom if they 
lend themselves to the destruction of the existing order. 


Communist propaganda rails against colonial possessions 


of non-Communist countries, fanning 
the flames of hate and discontent, engi- 
neering revolutions against such “im- 
perialism.”’ Russia then steps in and 
colonizes the overthrown government 
which becomes the mere puppet of the 
Kremlin order of government, 

At the present time Russia, China 
and the satellites are raving against 
U. S. encirclement of the Iron and 
Bamboo Curtain countries by maintain- 
ing missile, air and naval bases. Yet 
(see map, page 9), the Red government has rimmed 
Europe, the Near and Far East with its own missile bases. 
Russia considers it perfectly all right for her to maintain 
bases, but for us to do so constitutes war mongering, an 
invitation to world war. 


Mr. Bish 


Communist propagandists charge that the arming of 
West Berlin has endangered world peace. Russia armed 
East Berlin long before the Western powers armed West 
Germany in retaliation. The propagandists charge that 
the U.S.A. and the Western powers set the stage for World 
War II. The fact is that Russia was helping to arm Ger- 
many in defiance of the Versailles agreement as far back 
as 1931. The editor of the “National Republic’ obtained 
and turned over a secret report furnishing proof of this to 
our Government. It showed Russia’s direct hand in aiding 
Germany in arming and Germany’s aid to Russia, Japan 
and Italy long before Hitler’s advent to power. It is 
public knowledge that Russia teamed up with Hitler in 
the bloodfest of Eastern Europe. Russia left Japan to 
mop up the Far East, Hitler to turn his forces west and 
Mussolini to march southward. 


ITLER got wind of the fact that Stalin was secretly 

maneuvering to play both sides against the middle 
after acquiring and solidifying her hold on part of Fin- 
land, Lithuania, Latvia, Estonia and Poland. Hitler then 
made the error of spreading his forces thin in creating a 
two-front war by his attacks on Russia, Russia eventually 
won her stake in the pile, while Hitler and his European 
pal, Mussolini, faded into oblivion. Japan lost China to 
the Chinese Reds and its islands to the Russian Reds. 


On the international front the cold war propaganda has 
been followed by hot war, civil wars, in Latin American 
countries where the United States is made the chief target 
of the Reds. Chief among the Latin targets is the Domin- 
ican Republic, for years the most anti-Communist of the 
Latin American bloc, the propaganda has been so powerful 
that many Americans have been unwittingly won over to 
the pro-Red drive. 


Communist propagandists play the “big lie” in some 
fields while hiding the truth. Their sputniks, accepted by 
the top brass in the United States and our press, as well 
as by our allies as fact, may have after all been fizzles; 
explosions, yes, but not orbit-wise. The propagandists 
make truth of lies, lies of truth, mountains of mole-hills 
and mole-hills of mountains. In the process, they brain- 
wash the non-Communist press into expanding their lies, 
thereby brain-washing the world. Is it not about time 
that the United States adopt a realistic technique in this 
era of propaganda war called the “cold war’? Why battle 
a bear with a toy pistol; why not with earth-shaking propa- 
ganda techniques? It costs no more, but brings better 
results. 


Communist countries are years behind the non-Commu- 
nist countries in progress, living standards, individual free- 
dom and opportunity for self-advancement, 
and picture to the world these facts? 


Why not tell 
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three teachers, a teacher-clerk, and a professor at 
Hunter College. All of the educators had refusd to 
answer questions about teachers they had formerly 
known as Communists when they themselves were 
members of the Red organization. 

In its written decision the court said that it was 
“not passing upon the correctness of the determina- 
tion of the Commissioner, nor are we holding that 
members of the teaching profession in this state are 
exempt from citizenship responsibilities imposed not 
only on all other public servants but on individuals in 
private life as well.” The decision also pointed out 
that the ruling of the education commissioner to the 
effect that “the desirable objective of ridding the school 
system of Communists would not be served by the 
method of inquiry” undertaken by the New York City 
Board of Education “is not the result of arbitrariness 
or capriciousness.” These cases before the court of 
appeals date back to 1955 when the New York City 
Board of Education adopted a resolution requiring 
former Communists on its teaching staffs to identify 
their fellow teachers they had known in the Red Party 
ranks. 

The Hunter College educator is Assoc, Prof. Charles 
W. Hughes. The other school employees are Samuel 
S. Cohen, a principal, Harry Adler, Julius Nash, Miss 
Minerva Feinstein and Irving Mauer. 

The Teachers’ Union immediately called upon the 
Board of Education to reinstate the teachers who had 
been dismissed. 


Max And His ‘Democratic Elite’ 


The widely known leftist, Max Lerner, author and 
teacher, has come up with a new proposal calling for 
the development of a “democratic elite.” Lerner made 
the proposal at commencement exercises at Douglass 
College at New Brunswick, New Jersey. 

Lerner proposed the formation of an organization 
of the collective intelligence of Americans, Russians, 
Chinese, Africans, and others against a major war, 
declaring, “We should be less concerned about the 
missile gap than about the intelligence gap, less wor- 
ried about the missile race than the intelligence race.” 
He said the “democratic elite” could meet the chal- 
lenge of a “race between intelligence and catastrophe.” 
Lerner has an extensive background of Socialist and 
pro-Red front affiliations and activities. 


Rioters Set Off by Communists in Ecuador Burn Security 
Building, Destroying Many Security Files. Students Used 
in Riots 


é 
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Francisco Rodrigues, Cuban Army Captain, Arrives in 

Miami on Purchasing Mission for Castro Government; Asks 

Political Asylum, Charging Castro Government Dominated 
by Communists Who Set Off Revolution 


Curtain To Rise For Shakespeare 
At New York Park 


William Shakespeare and the former teacher of a 
Red School in this country apparently have won out 
over New York City Park Commissioner Robert Moses 
in connection with a series of performances in Central 
Park this summer. 

The storm center is Joseph Papp, real name Joseph 
Papirofsky, who taught acting in the People’s Drama 
School in New York, and who allegedly taught acting 
at the Communist California Labor School. The name 
of Papp was reportedly given him by CBS which later 
fired him because he took the Fifth Amendment. He 
sued the broadcasting company and as a result of ar- 
bitration was ordered reinstated. 

For some time Papp has produced the Shakespeare 
Festival in New York City’s Central Park, but early 
this year the Park Commissioner refused to let Papp 
stage his production unless he charged admission in 
order to reimburse the city at least in part for its 
expense. 

Papp took the matter to the appellate division of 
the court in New York, and that court has just ruled 
that the Park Commissioner has been “arbitrary, ca- 
pricious and unreasonable” in denying Papp the right 
to put on his summer show. Papp and his lawyers 
indicated following the decision, that they hope to 
work it out some way to repay the city the $20,000 
which it has put up for fencing, etc., and sanitary 
facilities. 

As Papirofsky he had been called before the House 
Committee on Un-American Activities and asked by 
the committee counsel about the operation of the 
Shakespeare Festival. He told the committee it was 
financed through “contributions from foundations and 
other sources.” Papirofsky was asked whether he was 
a member of the Communist Party at any time since 
he received his subpoena, whether he had resigned 
from the Communist Party, and in each instance he 
resorted to the protection of the Fifth Amendment. 
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Another Entertainer Bites The Dust 


Ralph Dale, musical director for the Long Island 
Community Chorus and Orchestra, has been identified 
as a Communist-front musical director by the Brook- 
lyn Tablet. Dale’s group presented concerts in the 
Westbury, L. I., high school earlier this year featuring 
Communists and Communist-front entertainers, but 
his June concert was called off when the Westbury 
Board of Education learned of the background of the 
performers. 

The Tablet disclosed that Dale is the former Ralph 
Ditchik and to back this up the paper produced a pho- 
tograph of Ditchik which had appeared in the Com- 
munist Daily Worker wherein he was identified as a 
member of the Progressive Citizens of America, cam- 
paigning for the election of a candidate of the Amer- 
ican Labor Party, both Red dominated. 

The paper also identified another participant, com- 
poser Earl Robinson, as a man known in Communist 
circles as Robert Earl, who resorted to the Fifth 
Amendment when called before the House Committee 
on Un-American Activities. Another participant was 
Martha Schlamme, a singer, who defended the Rosen- 
bergs, red spies who were executed for their crime 
against the United States in behalf of Russia. 


Congress May Clear 
Hole Plugging Bills 


A long step toward plugging the hole in the dyke 
in the states’ wall against subversion has been taken in 
Congress as H.R. 8 got the green light from the House 
Judiciary Committee and the House Rules Committee, 
assuring early consideration. 

The meat of the bill is that it limits the right of 
the U. S. Supreme Court and other Federal courts to 
strike down state laws. An example of this was the 
action of the High Court in the case of Steve Nelson, 
widely known Pennsylvania Communist who was con- 
victed under a Pennsylvania sedition law. In that 
case the court held that a State could no longer prose- 
cute its own citizens or other citizens for sedition 
because there is a Federal law against sedition. 

Other state laws besides those dealing with subver- 
sion have been knocked out by rulings of Federal 
courts that certain state laws are nullified by the 


East Berlin Communist Government Demonstrates Mili- 
tary Might to Public as a Warning to Geneva Conference 
of Possible Danger Over Outcome of Russia’s Demands 


Ferry Suspension in Rio de Janeiro Made Issue by Red 
Agitators in Setting Off Riots Recently. Above Home and 
Furnishings of Ferry Owner Destroyed 


doctrine of Federal preemption. An example is the 
Cloverleaf Company case in which the High Court 
held states may no longer enforce their own agricul- 
tural sanitary laws because there is a Federal law on 
the same subject. 

The report of the House Judiciary Committee on 
this bill recognizes that if both the State and Federal 
governments have enacted laws on a particular subject 
and there is direct and positive conflict between the 
Federal and State laws so that the two cannot be 
reconciled or consistently stand together, the Federal 
law is supreme. 

The Court has gone beyond this, the report says, 
pointing out that “in comparatively recent cases the 
Court has applied the doctrine of Federal preemption 
to strike down State laws, even though the Federal act 
did not in specific language express a congressional 
intent to occupy a field of legislation and even though 
there was no direct conflict between the Federal act 
and the State law involved. In some of these cases 
the Court has resorted to a presumption of legislative 
intent on the part of Congress in order to preempt a 
particular field of law. For example, in the Nelson 
case the Federal act did not specifically express an in- 
tent on the part of Congress to occupy the whole field 
of sedition against the United States. In addition, 
the Court did not find that there was a direct and 
positive conflict between the Federal act and the Penn- 
sylvania law so that the two could not be reconciled or 
cousistently stand together. In that case both the 
Federal act and the State law were patently constitu- 
tional and could have coexisted. The Supreme Court, 
however, resorted to a presumption of congressional 
intent and stated that the ‘scheme’ of the act was such 
that Congress must have intended to preempt the 
field.” 

The Supreme Court in the Nelson case, instead of 
applying the conventional rule of preemption, invoked 
a broader concept of the doctrine, namely, preemption 
by implication. Despite the lack of evidence support- 
ing the contention that Congress intended to preempt 
the field — such evidence being completely lacking in 
the legislative history of the Smith Sedition Act—the 
Court held there was an implied intent on the part of 
Congress to preempt the field. 

The bill is in two sections, the first dealing with the 
general provisions on the rules of construction re- 
garding Federal preemption. Section 2 of this bill, 
however, deals directly with the subject of subversion 
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enforcement of State statutes on the same subject. 


At the present time 43 states have laws prohibiting 


advocacy of the overthrow of established governments. 


After the Nelson case decision states had no further 


authority to prosecute subversion. 


‘Catholic Worker’ Becomes 
issue On Hill 


The credibility of Benjamin Ginsburg as a witness 
before the House Civil Service Committee to oppose 
legislation extending the Government’s security pro- 
gram to all civilian employees, has been questioned 
even beyond his appearance before the committee. 

While on the witness stand committee members asked 
Ginsburg about his book entitled “Rededication to 
Freedom” which is critical of the conduct of the spy 
trial of the Rosenbergs and Morton Sobell. As a wit- 
ness Ginsburg attempted to insert in the hearing rec- 
ord an article from the Catholic Worker taking a sim- 
ilar position, claiming that the article was written by 
a Catholic and that it appeared in a Catholic organ. 
Upon the objection of Rep. John Lesinski, a committee 
member and a member of the Catholic faith, the article 
was withheld from the record. At a subsequent hear- 
ing Rep. Lesinski put into the record a, statement that 
he had been informed by the Roman Catholic Archdio- 
cese of Washington “that neither the Catholic Worker 
nor any of its contents represent views of the Church, 
have any official sanction, or in any way are approved 
by the Church.” Congressman Lesinski also told the 
committee that he had been informed that the publica- 
tion is “regarded by Church leaders as extremely left- 
ist” and that it was so contrary to Church policy that 
Cardinal Francis Spellman attempted legal action to 
prevent the use of the word “Catholic” by the publi- 
cation because of its misleading effect. 

James B. Carey, president of the International Un- 
ion of Electrical Workers, sent a hot letter to the com- 
mittee chairman demanding that Ginsburg be permit- 
ted to return and answer to the charge that he gave 
the committee misleading information. The committee 
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Senator Wayne Morse, of Oregon, Gloats Over His Near 
Defeat of Clare Luce as Ambassador to Brazil. Later Wages 
Defeat of Adm. Strauss for Secretary of Commerce. Now 


Takes On His Former Buddy, Sen. Neuberger, of Oregon, 
Seeking His Defeat in 1960 


and provides that the enactment of any Federal law 
prescribing a criminal penalty for subversion or sedi- 
tion against the United States shall not prevent the 


Cargo of Arms and Ammunition Unearthed in Miami, 


Hidden in Shipments of Refrigerators. Huge Cargo Bound 
jor Aruba, Near Columbia 


chairman said that since they had already heard Gins- 
burg they had no plans to recall him. 


Conservative Episcopalians 
Win Long Battle 


Members of the Protestant Episcopal Church of the 
Holy Trinity in Brooklyn, New York, who have op- 
posed the left-wing activities of Rev. William Howard 
Melish, claim they have finally taken over control of 
the church which has been closed for two years as a 
result of a dispute over Melish. This was announced 
by Leroy Peterson, a vestryman and leader of the 
group which ousted Melish. Peterson said his group 
had taken over the church on the basis of a recent 
court order which gave them control of church funds. 

The church has frequently been the scene of near 
violent activity as the result of feeling which has run 
high between two factions of the congregation which 
split over the activities of the priest. The anti-Melish 
group claim they have the keys to the church and have 
canged all te locks, but would not attempt to renew 
services which were discontinued two years ago. The 
pro-Melish group have filed an appeal against the re- 
cent court decision. 


Worthy Not Worthy of 
Passport Renewal 


William Worthy, Jr., Negro newspaperman of Bal- 
timore, lost his fight against the State Department 
when a three-judge court of appeals unanimously up- 
held the department’s right to restrict travel abroad. 

In 1955 Worthy obtained a passport which was not 
valid for travel in those portions of China under Com- 
munist control. Defying those restrictions in his pass- 
port, Worthy spent 41 days in Communist China writ- 
ing for the Baltimore Afro-American. The State De- 
partment refused to renew his passport in 1957 be- 
changed all the locks, but would not attempt to renew 
services which were discontinued two years ago. 
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policy and therefore is under the jurisdiction of the 
executive branch. In commenting on the case, the 
court said, “In foreign affairs a blustering inquisitor 
avowing his own freedom to go and do as he pleases 
can throw the whole international neighborhood into 
turmoil.” Worthy has indicated that he will appeal. 
He will have the assistance of the American Civil 
Liberties Union. 


Power Drunk Labor Bosses 
Issue Challenges 


Mouthings of power drunk labor union dictators 
have done more in the past month to influence Con- 
gress to tighten labor laws than their foes in the 
N.A.M., chambers of commerce and other so-called “big 
business” could do in many years. 

The threat of Teamster boss, James Hoffa, to call 
a general strike if Congress placed unions under anti- 
trust laws, as reported by the Associated Press; the 
threat of Harry Bridges, dictator of the longshoremen 
on the Pacific coast, to tie up American shipping to 
prevent American aid to Formosa in event of a war 
between the Chinese Nationalists and the forces of 
the Chinese People’s Republic; and the threat of Mi- 
chael J. Quill, kingpin of the International Transport 
Workers Union to tie up the world’s largest city, plus 
disclosures of crookedness within several unions, have 
all combined to create public sentiment that may force 
Congress to enact a new labor law. 

Chairman Francis E, Walter (D., Pa.), chairman 
of the Committee on Un-American Activities, intro- 
duced legislation making it a crime for an officer of a 
labor organization to interfere with foreign shipments 
of defense material in time of war or during a national 
emergency proclaimed by the President. 

Congressman Walter said “The testimony of Harry 
Bridges is a warning and a challenge which the Gov- 
ernment of the United States must accept before it is 
too late. It is not enough to wince at his threats. We 
must have an effective weapon to be employed the very 
moment he and those like him seek to stifle our efforts 
to protect this nation.” 

His proposal would amend the Communist Control 
Act of 1954 by providing a $25,000 fine and up to ten 
years in prison for anyone found guilty of impeding 
the free movement of defense materials in foreign 
commerce during a period of war or national emer- 
gency. 

Meanwhile the radical labor bosses were getting more 
chesty. When Walter Reuther, head of the United 
Auto Workers, charged that Hoffa did his thinking 
with his “muscles,” Hoffa retorted that Reuther has 
“no brains, no guts” and that he is “bluffing his own 
members.” 

James B. Carey, head of the International Union of 
Electrical Workers, is defying the parent AFL-CIO 
labor organization, of which his union is a part, to 
make him obey an order to back down on a major 
jurisdictional dispute. 

“Let them throw me out,” was the defiance hurled 
at the AFL-CIO by Carey. 


NEW LOOK — (Continued from page 2) 


the Democratic Party machine could lose the election. 

The framework is simple, legal, and has a solid his- 
torical perspective back of it. In the States already 
providing legal machinery for this, the presidential 
electors would be placed on the ballot as unpledged 


electors of the Democratic Party, but not pledged to 
support any Presidential candidate. There would be 
no moral obligation to support the national candidate 
of the party, although they would be bound by the ac- 
tions of the Executive Committee of the State Demo- 
cratic Party. 

After the votes are counted and the results made 
known on November 8, 1960, it will soon be known 
how close the election is, and whether or not a shift 
of unpledged electors might rob the majority of the 
election, causing the House of Representatives to elect 
a President. 

Much bargaining and “horse-trading” could go on 
meanwhile, before the actual electoral votes were cast. 
The prize could well be a more “conservative” Presi- 
dent and a victory of the prized principle of States 
Rights. In short, it might well mean a return to con- 
stitutional principles. 

The answer is political independence. In spite of 
President Eisenhower’s tremendous popular victories, 
the Republican Party is still a minority party. Po- 
litical independence for the South provides the South 
once again with its great opportunity to not only save 
our basic institutions but also to perpetuate the cher- 
ished Jeffersonian principles of government in the 
Republic itself, by militant, peaceful and aggressive 
action in the Democratic councils and conventions. 

Disliking as I do, government by minority groups, 
the time has arrived when the South must, of neces- 
sity, follow one of three courses: Remain in the “bag” 
and be counted on to go Democratic under all condi- 
tions; Become an independent two-party section and 
thus appeal to vote-hungry Republicans; Or, become 
an organized militant minority group in itself. There 
is too much at stake for the South to continue to afford 
the luxury of being taken for granted. The South can- 
not stand idly by and watch its cherished Democratic 
Party be controlled by NAACP, AFL-CIO, ADA and 
the like. 

If this plan is adopted and carried through in 1960, 
the South will play once again a glorious role in the 
political arena of this nation and States Rights will 
have been preserved for all the States— both North and 
South. This plan is a call for an organized militant 
Southern unity within the Democratic Party for the 
cause of individual and state liberty of all the peoples 
of this Republic. 

The issues for 1960 are crystal clear. No one ever 
despairs of Americanism when the issues are clearly 
drawn. Americans have risen up before and saved the 
Union of States. The people still believe that this 
nation will live forever if the people retain control of 
their government. The heart of America at the grass- 
roots is strong and dead set against “big government.” 
The trouble has been and is, that they do not know 
what they as individuals can do about it. The South 
has a basic answer to these wishes of the people. Out 
of it all the Republic, itself, will be perpetuated. 


REDS — (Continued from page 6) 


The attacks on Adenauer, the strong man of the 
Reich, further substantiates this thinking. 

As long as W. Germany and Berlin remain a show- 
place of freedom .. . as long as refugees flee to Berlin, 
this city of contradictions remains a thorn in the 
Communist side which the Reds feel must be removed. 

Let us pray .. . let us hope... that the West will 
remain firm in its package plan which calls for free 
elections in Germany to unify this nation. 
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Let us back the President in his demands that Rus- 
sia accepts Western rights in Germany and work for 
a reunited Germany. 

Let us prove that Walter Ulbricht, leader of E. 
Germany, was wrong when he said: “No American 
wants to die for W. Berlin,” for if we are not willing 
to defend our principles . . . if we are not willing to 
protect our moral rights... then we will allow Russia 
to grab the 2.3 million free citizens of W. Berlin — 
champions of the great alliance of the Western world. 

Let us pray that President Eisenhower and the 
spirit of John Foster Dulles will guide our country 
toward a policy of firmness and fairness .. . based on 
Christian principles that were discarded for expedi- 
ency in the rape of the Balkan states... 

This is our challenge ... this is our “Calvary” in 
the last half of the twentieth century. 

May God be with us. 


INVINCIBLE — (Continued from page 8) 


echoed to the emotion-laden cries of There goes our 
flag! There goes Old Glory!” 

- For an instant Mark paused, looked down at Lew. 
“And that,’ Mark said, “was important. It was the 
turning point in World War II.” 

For a moment Lew sat in profound silence. “I 
knew,” he said at last, “of Iwo Jima. Everyone knows 
of Iwo Jima. But I—somehow I didn’t realize it 
was like that.” 

“It was like that,” Mark said. “Only more so.” 

He lowered his voice. “In dedicating the 5th Marine 
Division cemetery at Iwo Jima,” he said, “Chaplain 
Roland B. Gittelsohn touched upon the significance of 
this action when he said: 

“Thus do we memorialize those who, having ceased 
living with us, now live within us. Thus do we con- 
secrate ourselves the living to carry on the struggle 
they began. Too much blood has gone into this soil 
for us to let it lie barren. Too much pain and heart- 
ache have fertilized the earth on which we stand. We 
here solemnly swear: This shall not be in vain! Out 
of this, and from the suffering and sorrow of those 
who mourn this, will come — we promise — the birth 
of a new freedom for the sons of men everywhere!” 

Lew nodded. “I can believe you.” Hesmiled. “Get- 
tysburg,” he said, “takes second place.” 

In telling this story as he did, Mark exemplified the 
best kind of Americanism —the kind you and I can 
practice every day. We will do so, too, if we are true 
patriots. And, in so doing, we will make material 
contributions to the perpetuation of the American 
Way of Life. 

These, then, are but a few of the things which you, 
the ordinary American, can do to preserve the bundle 
of principles which constitute Americanism. Do them. 
Let your words and actions reflect your high courage 
and stirring patriotism. That will stamp out un- 
Americanism, inspire millions to work with you, and 
help to produce and perpetuate an invincible America. 

You, the average American, have the starring role 
in this drama of the century. How will you play the 
part? 


BATTLE — (Continued from page 16) 


and ultimate extinction of every individual American 
right to own property. 

As early as 1937, Federal policy unleashed political 
and economic erosion in the housing field by a decla- 
ration that competitive private enterprise was derelict 
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in meeting the public housing “needs.” Interim de- 
velopments included the 1949 National Housing Act 
and its amendments, including the mis-named “private 
enterprise” clause. This does not attract true pri- 
vate enterprise, merely profiteers who operate on near- 
100% government insured loans or subsidy. 

Taxpayers of the United States, therefore, are los- 
ing private property while they underwrite the subsi- 
dies of the nationwide URA community redevelopment 
scheme that is ousting them and their fellow Ameri- 
cans from houses and lots. 

When URA community redevelopment programs are 
reviewed and the forces identified, the apparent para- 
dox of private enterprise teamed with public enter- 
prise vanishes, It is seen that taxpayers are putting 
up the money that insures the business risks of specu- 
lators who are dishonestly posing as private initiative. 

Reappraisal of URA community redevelopment un- 
der Title III, the 1954 amendment of the 1949 Na- 
tional Housing Law, throws a searchlight upon a 
tendency to stress in theory the part played in eco- 
nomic life by individualism, while at the same time 
having recourse in practice to governmental aid and 
collective action. 

Contemporary URA activities appear to be the 
counterpart to a complete program started in the 
United States during the Russian experimental 5-year 
plans in the U.S.S.R. 

In 1933, the National Planning Board was formed 
in the United States to encourage planning by ad- 
visory economic council. Dominant leftist influence 
in this and the later National Resources Planning 
Board which stressed the land-usage control feature, 
since has solidified the socialistic promulgations into 
schemes like Bunker Hill and other URA community 
redevelopments. 

Social engineers who steer the bureaucrats, such as 
those in “1313” the radical Chicago political core, be- 
lieve it is their duty to regiment Americans by force. 
The farce of prominent citizens in the Agencies, pro- 
moting and participating in the dictatorial scheme 
is almost unbelievable, but their short-sightedness — 
or arrogance —ties in with a dominant theory of 
Marxism in which certain persons entertain the notion 
that only a few persons possess the expertness to en- 
gineer the citizens of the whole country into a so- 
called “better way of living” whether they like it or 
want it or not. 

A few URA projects have been terminated, aban- 
doned, or not allowed to get started, due to: (1) In- 
validation of the proposed project as a result of an 
adverse ruling by the State Supreme Court on the 
constitutionality of the State statute under which the 
project was initiated. Example: Ruling of the Florida 
Supreme Court in the case of ADAMS y. HOUSING 
AUTHORITY OF CITY OF DAYTONA BEACH, re- 
ported in 60 Southern 2nd 663, (2) Local decision to 
abandon the proposed project, (3) Local decision to 
refuse sanction of a proposed Agency, (4) Cutback in 
Federal funds, 

In Los Angeles, the idea to seize Bunker Hill was 
a covetous Agency idea back in 1948, and a signed 
ordinance and contract last April 2, Today, in 1959, 
the Bunker Hill bullet has struck at the heart of pri- 
vate ownership everywhere in the United States. In 
between those dates, strange laws were written, ex- 
panded, enacted, and are working now. 


To the incredulous citizen, the tampering explains 


why totalitarian dictatorship can and is now happen- 
ing throughout the United States, 


[* A recent address delivered in the middle-west, 
J. Edgar Hoover warned that the Communists in 
the United States, on orders from Moscow, have re- 
entered the fields of organizational activities tempo- 
rarily abandoned during the wholesale arrests, trials, 
convictions and imprisonment of some 110 top and 
secondary leaders of the party in the United States. 
With the Government reversals by Supreme Court 
decisions, freeing the hands of the leaders of the 
Party, and with the rebirth of international alliances 
of the 84 world Communist Parties (meeting in Mos- 
cow early in 1959), the American Reds now feel free 
and safe to renew their drives in this country in the 
form of labor union infiltration, integration of racial 
groups and organizational activities among American 
youth. 


In the current edition of the official organ of the 
National Executive Committee of the Communist Par- 
ty in the United States (‘Political Affairs’’), carrying 
only the expressions of the Red top brass, Hyman 
Lumer, national educational and agitational director 
of the Party, devoted over 13 pages to party leader 
instructions and views on the party work designed for 
the months ahead in the youth field. He said in part 
that the renewed activities among the youth are the 
“most important” of the activities ahead. He stated: 


“In the momentous struggle for peace, democracy 
and social progress taking place today, the youth of 
our country occupy a uniquely important position. 
Hence they are a vital element of the mass base of 
any working-class or Socialist organization, not least 
of all the Communist Party, The party cannot wage 
successfully the fight for progress and Socialism with- 
out striving to win a solid base among the youth and 
without a continual influx of young people into its 
ranks.” 


The proclamation is based on a Report to the Na- 
tional Executive Committee Meeting of the Commu- 
nist Party on April 26, 1959. The Report and its 
proposals were unanimously adopted by the session. 
The Report says in part that when the last Commu- 
nist youth movement was abandoned, its leaders and 
members sought affiliation with various other teen- 
age groups and organizations, in instances setting up 
new independent clubs on and off the campus to 
which the young Reds contributed important leader- 
ship, An example given is the formation of the Stu- 
dent Committee on Progressive Education (COPE) in 
New York, which the Report states has organized 
Marxist classes in which many students have been 
enrolled. The Report also referred to the aid fur- 
nished the youth integration march on Washington 
this spring, the Young Socialist Alliance and others. 


A SIX-POINT plan has been adopted by the Com- 
munist National Committee to guide Communist 
organizers re-entering the youth field, which youth 
drive is to be allied with labor union and racial move- 
ment activities. The Committee meeting in April, 
it develops, also issued a resolution setting forth a 
“new approach”’ to the “Negro question’’ based on re- 
cent years’ changes in what the Communist leaders 
call the “Black Belt.’’ The forty-page study, resolu- 
tion and program were contributed chiefly by James 


TURNING SEARCHLIGHT ON REDS 


By WALTER S. STEELE 


E, Jackson, Jr., William Z. Foster, James S. Allen 
and Benjamin J. Davis, all except Foster being among 
the top members of the party Negro national com- 
mitteemen, Jackson reported individually to the 
Moscow Conference of Communist Parties earlier this 
year. Since his return he has been traveling over 
the country conditioning party workers to the new 
program. 


Activity in labor unions will be tuned to the eventu- 
ality of a mass labor (political) party in the United 
States, according to William Z. Foster in his report. 
Foster, for years head of the party, now Honorary 
Chairman, has recently made application for a pass- 
port for Russia. Milton Rosen dealt with plans for 
party infiltration into local units of labor unions. 
The Kremlinites, at their international gathering in 
Moscow, set a new drive in motion to attain an in- 
ternational alliance of all labor unions throughout 
the world. It will be the task of national Communist 
leaders in all countries to try to maneuver the al- 
iance, a union at a time. 


J. Edgar Hoover warned that the Communist Party 
also plans to first infiltrate the transportation fields 
— railroad, trucking, longshoremen, seamen, bus and 
local delivery unions have been formed in these fields. 
Recent general strikes in France and Italy prove the 
paralyzing force of the joint action of such forces. 


HE newest Red agitational gimmick to be sprung 

is the encouragement of union demands for the 
“right to negotiate the rate of production.’’ The 
Reds have also sprung another slogan: “Take the 
profit out of armaments.”’ Don’t be surprised, then, 
to see another ‘‘Munition Makers’ Hearing’’ in the 
U. S. Senate, one which will exaggerate industrial 
profits on war armament contracts. Such a hearing 
could finally lead to the disclosure of what defense 
weapons are being produced, in what quantities and 
by what industries. Prior to the Stalin-Hitler blood- 
fest, a similar Hearing openly showed our hand to 
Russia, arming her with pertinent facts relative to 
our military preparedness and strength and no doubt 
encouraging Russia to take the chance of forming a 
formal alliance with Hitler, believing the U.S.A, would 
be slow in going into war in retaliation. 

Agitating the Communists presently is the possibil- 
ity that Congress may by new legislation retighten 
the laws against subversion which the Supreme Court 
has in past months set aside. Communists are active 
over the nation in an effort to discredit law enforce- 
ment agencies and to undermine Congressional Inves- 
tigating Committees, forming new front movements 
throughout the nation to carry on these activities. 

Among the new fronts are both adult and student 
movements, in New York, Chicago, and Los Angeles. 
These appear to have ample funds even in their early 
stages to wage big propaganda drives and mass dem- 
onstration. 

On other fronts the Emergency Civil Liberties 
Committee and its branches and the American Com- 
mittee For Protection of Foreign Born and its branch- 
es, are waging propaganda and agitation drives 
against oath laws, proposed Federal legislation and 
against deportations. 
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MAKE TREATIES AND BREAK THEM AT WILL. 


The First Compilation of Selected Statements of Communism's Foremost Leaders. 


LEARN WHY COMMUNIST LEADERS SWAY BACKWARD AND FORWARD IN FOREIGN AFFAIRS; HOT 
AND COLD ON ISSUES OF THE DAY; TO “PEACEFUL O©O-EXISTENCE"”; TO THREATS OF WARFARE; 


Learn the reasons for these and other mysterious actions 
of the Communists, through the reading of their own hidden, or forgotten statements. 


SENSATIONAL EXPOSE! 


175 Carefully 


Selected Statements, from Marx to Khrushchev, Exposes the True Character of World Communism 


The personal and social credos and political 
philosophy and tactics of the architects and 
builders of world revolutionary Communists 
are shown by words from their own mouths. 


This blueprint of Communism in action, ex- 
posing the ambitions and world aims of the 
instigators of world revolution and worldwide 
Communist dictatorship, is compiled entirely 
from the words of those who devised the plan, 
those who put it into action, and by those who 
proceed to carry it out to what they hope will 
be a successful realization of the dreams of 
those who preceded them. 

This Red ‘Kampf’ proves that Communism 
is a world racket, filled with deceit, trickery, 
and fakery, a BIG LIE, spread through the 
most colossal propaganda campaign ever waged 
in the annals of the world. 

It unmasks realities which cause many of 
the misconceptions of the true nature of the 
Red beasts. 

It clears the way against the misinterpreta- 
tions of the everyday moves and pronounce- 
ments of the world leaders of the Red plague 
which keeps the world in chaos. 

It proves by the hidden pronouncements of 
the foremost Red leaders, that Communism 
has never been a “workers’ movement” and is 
not a “workers’ government,” and never was so 
intended, regardless of the Communist propa- 
ganda to the contrary. (p. 7) 


It proves that the movement was not, and 
is not a “proletarian’’ movement in behalf of 
the proletariat and for the annihilation of the 
“bourgeoise” or “Capitalist,” but is aimed at 
destruction of the great “middle class.” (p. 17) 

It proves that “co-existence” is but a sham 


History's Greatest Hoax 


to mislead and catch off guard, non-Communist 
countries; (p. 10) that diplomatic relations are 
but Communist weapons for propaganda and 
espionage, and the means of peaceful aggres- 
sion; (p. 13) that demands for “liberation” of 
colonies is a Trojan horse, and for the advance- 
ments of civil strife, leading to Communist an- 
nexations; (p. 4) that world trade is for polit- 
ical, and not for economic advancement; (p. 18) 
that disarmament and peace proposals are for 
the purpose of disarming the non-Communist 
world; that “democracy” and “People’s govern- 
ment” are masks for brutal dictatorships. That 
socialization of land and property, the tools of 
production and the communication (p. 17) and 
education (p. 5) are in the interest of a self- 
anointed clique controlling the one party po- 
litical system of Communism, enslaving the 
masses, under such dictatorship to the chains 
of Communist philosophy; that employment 
is free only insofar as one must work or starve, 
at the wage, and conditions, craft, and place, 
designated by the dictatorship. (p. 8) 

Social security, as practiced under Commu- 
nism is in fact a leveling and imprisoning tool 
of the dictatorship over the worker. 

These and other facts of Communism are set 
forth in this 22-page document. 


ORDER your copy or supply TODAY! 
Price: 35 Cents; 10 for $3; 100 for $25; Further Dis- 
count on Larger Amounts 


National Republic, 511 Eleventh Street, N, W. 
Washington 4, D. C. 


Enclosed find $________ , for which send me 
Sees copies of Sensational Expose!, the Red 
‘Kampf.’ 
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